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Ing deadlines of nuclear weapons, which are
becoming available to all nations, enhance
the chances of a nuclear holocaust by acci-
deént ot adventurism. India has, of her own
volition, commiltted herself to a policy of
employment of nuclear erergy to peaceful
purposes.  As you are perhaps aware, India
is one 0f the countries which is capable of
exploding a nuclear device within a period
* of 12 t0 1§ mionths, After a vigorous debate
in the Iargest ‘Jeiniocratic Parliament, India
has_decided against the manufacture of the
bomb. ‘e have done our duty in not adding
tp the threat of the destruction of mankind.
We know that in a nuclear war there would
be nelther victors nor vanquished and the
livihg could only envy the dead. Victory
will be manifested only in death, darkness,
and destruction. Peace, then, must be the
summum bonum of international life. As

President Johnson recently said, there are’

no losers In peace. :

Aspiration is one thing, its achievement
another. What a,ppeals to one coterie appalls
the other. In the ensuing cold war, hege-
monlal tension ténds to be clothed in the
ideological ralment. Upon this backdrop,
- each nation owes 1t to itself not to surren-
der its judgment to the high and the mighty
but to work toward peace. Peace, unfor-
tunately, 1s always accompanied by that un-
wanted guest—fear. Fear begets fear; trust
begets trust. International interests can
only be sefved In & climate of peace based on
the bedrock of mubual respect and collabora-
tion, / We cannot build peace by preparing
war. T want to emphasize, however, the re-
levarice of deterrence as the fulerum of for-
élgn policy of a nation. We are too con-
clous that weakness invite aggression. War—
that organized engine of viclence—cannot be
discarded in the current context of human
* development. In this shrunken world, peace,
like pregriancy, cannot be partial. Nonethe-
less, we have to labor to abolish war as an
instrument of policy. This can be achieved
by bullding peace in piecemeal, which would
be a working peace and not a protected peace.

Peace today has a new dimension. It in-
cludes international cooperation: From the
spraying of DDT to the building of nuclear
reactors. Diplomacy, too, has acquired new
tools, Every embassy all over the globe maln-
tains an information department to influ-
ence, to educate, and to enlighten the people.
The art of putting one’s best foot forward or
allowing oneself to be photographed from the
right angle, involves a myriad of trivial ac-
tlons, which in themselves are unimportant,
but which go a long way to win the battle
for the minds of men.

Diplomiacy alone, however, cannot arrest a
worsening situation. It isonlya cutting edge
of the public opinion. Modern communica-
tions have plerced the stone wall of sover-
eignty. . Minor incldents of local import as-
.sume international importance. This affects
the projection of the image of a nation. Each
nation has to bé watchful not to fan the
flames of cold war. Public opinion within

a country should be dirscted and channel-

ized to foster the forces of peace. In pro-
tecting the national interest, a nation should
also serve international interests, Each na-
tion should strive to serve the cause of peace.
In this drama, the individual, too, can play

a meanihigtul role. Mdderh civilization is
accompanied by centralization of authority
and con¢entration of power at the cost of
freedom, of the individual! In a sense this
‘1s ineyifable as the modern world cannot
function withouf considerable centralization.
Th this process, authority corrodes individual
.- freedom to such an extreme that it almost
- déstroys 1t, "Thé gfoups that hold power on
behalf of the state tend to encourage this.
Different and sometimes hostile  ideologies,
from their point of view, also encotirage the

- mecumulation of power in the state or in a
group. 'This woilld ultimately result in hu-
man unhappiness and decay of that creative
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genius which is so essential to the growth of
humanity.

The individual must strive to understand
other cultures. The follies, crimes, and
massacres of history are the results of the
surrender of individual freedom to the cus-
tody of the crowd. Some leaders anesthe-
tized the public mind until their followers
ceased to feel responsible for their actions.
The people became bundles of prejudices and
enmities resulting from narrow loyalties.
Many times ignorance was mistaken for
stupidity, paganism for barbarity, inertia for
sloth, a difference in ethical standards for de-
celtfulness. This curtain of ignorance can
be lifted if people try to learn more about
each other through personal contacts and
tolerance. Humean relations
should surmount the sanctuary of sover-
eignty.

In raising hosannas for peace, tolerance is
really a gravid factor. Coming as I do from
a social and culfural milieu that preaches
and practices tolerance, I am capable of
recognizing the existence of an unorthodox
idea which may be unacceptable to me. I
could even debate 1t without sacrificing my
own convictions, That is because Indlia,
through centuries of continued history,
never sought to impose her ideas on others.
She accepted other cultures sometimes spon-
taneously, sometimes by compulsion but she
assimilated and blended them into one,
which is Indian culture. India bhad no cru-
sades until Islam and Christianity arrived
on her soil. Earlier reform movements like
Bliddhism and Jainlsm were assimilated into
Hinduism. The god-intoxicated India, para-
doxically, even accepts atheists into 1ts fold.
India has a secular tradition, which juxta-
poses opposing ideologies.

To appreciate a viewpoint is not to applaud
it. The complexities of life cannot be clearly
comprehended unless we understand the di-
versities of life. Diversity is the natural law.
No two trees, no two climes, no two dawns,
no two fingerprints are identical. As Presi-
dent Kennedy eloguently put it. “Let us
not be blind to our differences—but let us
direct attention to our common interests and
the means by which those differences can be
resolved. And if we cannot end now our dif-
ferences, at least we can help to make the
world safe for diversity.” President John-
son, .too, placed before his people the ideal
of a world without war, a world made safe
for diversity, in which all men, goods, and
1deas can freely move across every border and
boundary. Diversity, let us admit, need not
be divisive or even destructive. On the other
hand, Hifferent cultures, which have never
been exposed, could be coalesced to form a
unique unifying force binding all men to-
gether.

We should not, therefore, resigh ourselves
to the march of time or act as if mankind Is
a prisoner of drift, but we should behave like
creative responsible nations. “The greatness
of & nation is to be measured not by its ma-
terial power or wealth, but by the quality of
its people.” The Great Society that Presi-
dent Johnson dreams of “asks not only how
much but how good; not only how to create
wealth, but how to use it, not only how fast
we are golng but where are we headed. It
proposés the first test for a nation the qual-
tty of its people.” You, as the educated
elite, are required to draw up the plans for
the future and sell it to the world. As pio-
neers in the promotion of peace, you will be
aceepting a challenge. The burden will be
yours, 8o will be the glory. In this year of in-
ternational cooperation you could gainfully
emphasize what unites rather than what
divides us.

Prime Minister Nehru, who originally pro-
pounded this idea 6f International Coopera-
tlon Year, in a speec¢h at the Teneral As~
serhbly of the United Nations in 1961, thought
wé should direct our attention to coopera-
tive ventures, especlally for peace and in the

’

could and-
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interest of peace. The idea of cooperation,
he admitted, would not solve the problems of
the day, “but it will lessen this destruction
and confiict which now afflict the world.”
He pleaded for & new way of thinking, a new
attitude too and development of humanity.
We have to develop a positive attitude in
thinking that the world today needs more
emphasis on cooperation and not on conflict.
If we cannhot have peace at once, we can have
peace by pieces by extending the existing
ventures in functional cooperation. Even
when we have enough explosions—bombs,
babies, and bulldozers—to combat, let us
turn the tide. It is always better to argue,
to count votes rather than wars, for out of
the clash of ideas truth emerges, embellished
and anointed in the process. We shall plan
a world ushering promise of future happi-
ness, free from ugliness and misery that sur-
rounds us, where diversity may flourish,
freedom may prosper, men and nations may .
compete with each other peacefully. The
essential conditions of existence demand co-
existence and that liberty live with the forces
opposed. to it. But, let us not forget that
freedom, like virtue, cannot live in isolation.
Poet Rabindranath Tagore sang of the glory

‘of freedom in these words:

“Where the mind is without fear and the
head is held high;

Where knowledge is free;

Where the world has not been broken up
into fragments by narrow domestic
walls;

Where words come out from the depth of
truth;

. Where then mind is led forward by thee

into ever-widening thought and action
Into that heaven of freedom, my Father,

let my countr, alke.

Support for Vietnam Policy

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. DURWARD G. HALL

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, June 16, 1965

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, regretfully,
the easiest way to obtain national pub-
licity today is to stage a demonstration.

Take the following ingredients: A
crowd of people, a 3-day growth of beard,
a few two-by-fours, posters, and paint.
Put them all together, march them by
the Pentagon, and presto—instant TV
coverage.

Recently, I received a letter from a
young constituent in my district who, I
believe, represents the majority view in
the United States. He is not a demon-
strator, but a young man who uses the
force of reason to support his view.

Following is a letter from David M.
Powell, of Springfield, Mo., a young high
school student:

SPRINGFIELD, MoO.,
June 7, 1965.
Hon, DurwaRD G. HALL,
Longworth House Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SiR: Recently, my sense of American-
ism was aroused by the meeting, in Wash-
ington, D.C., of 3,000 college students and
professors. They were representing the
minority which protests U.S. involvement in
Vietnam. They were demanding the with-
drawal of U.S. troops thus advocating isola-
tionism.

These people, though they be a mlinority,
are being listened to by Congress and the
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administration because the majority is say-
ing nothing to back up its belief. I have
talken on the responsibility of representing
the majority.

T am firmly against any withdrawal of any’

troops from Vietnam. If any action is to

be taken it should be a stepped up offensive’

on the ground to flush out all guerrillas south
of the 17th parallel.

It must be proven to the administration
that the American people do support this
particular facet of Vietnam policy. Sir, you
can provide this proof by speaking to your
colleagues, in the House, about what I have
mentioned in the above., This would dem-
onstrate to the administration that the
American people are behind them.

Sincerely yours,
Davio M. POWELL,
A Concerned Portion of America’s Fu-
ture Leaders.

Megalopolis: The Challenge for
- Connecticut

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

or

HON. DONALD J. IRWIN

OF CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 8§, 1965

Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
call to the attention of my colleagues the
following article by Thomas F. Richard-
son, president of the Fairfield County
Trust Co., Stamford, Conn.

As Mr. Richardson points out, Con-
necticut is on the threshold of a popula-
tion explosion and needs to take coordi-
nated action in both the public and pri-
vate sectors to avold being overwhelmed
by growth. I know my colleagues will be
interested, since it is a problem that will
become Increasingly important through-
out the Nation.

The article follows:

[From the American Banker, Apr, 29, 1965]
MecaLoPOLIS: THE CHALLENGE FOR
CONNECTICUT
(By Thomas ¥. Richardson, president, the

Fairfleld County Trust Co., Stamford,

Conn.)

Barly this month the little Greek seaport
town of Megalopolis was torn by a violent,
rolling earthquake. Megalopolis, halfway
between ancient Sparta and ancient Olympia,
gels Its name from the Greek words “mega-
lon” or great and “polis” or city. It was built
originally to protect Arcadis from Spartan
invasion, and was envisioned as a giant,
spread city on the Ionian seacoast.

THE AMERICAN MEGALOPOLIS

The shocks and rents which recently
devastated ancient Megalopolis could be a
prophetic warning to 20th century America,
Demographers and city planners have de-
scribed a modern megalopolis on our Atlantic
shore. Streching from Portland, Maine, to
Norfolk, Va., is a spread city of 41 million
people, 21 percent of the Nation’s population.
Composed of some 65,000 square miles, the
complex ls a system of urban development
made up of roads, people, and buildings
which has coalesced over the years into an
almost continuous chain of urban spread
nearly 600 miles in length.

The 11-State region boasts not only one-
fifth of America’s population, but also 23
percent of lts retail sales and 25 percent of
the country’s disposable income. The Amerl-
can megalopolis is a growing area, dynamic
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with activity and extending its Influence into
every corner of the globe. Rapld and wide-
spread change is the rule—orderly adjust-
ment the ‘exception.

The region is characterized also by close

similarities and violent contrasts, The area’s
wealth is contrasted to some of the Natlon’s
worst poverty pockets. Néstled snugly
against its giant, central cities are suburban
towns, Megalopolitan regions of high em-
ployment are often close by tracts of high
unemployment. And while our Atlantic
megalopolis is the acknowledged information
and communications center for the world, it
is also plagued by some of this Nation's most
congested highways. )
- The average density of megalopolis. num-
bers just under 800 inhabitants per sguare
mile. But Manhattan Island straing under
the pressure of 78,000 to the square mile,
while neighboring Sherman, Conn.—a quick
50 miles away——can count only 3¢ people to
the mile.

CONNECTICUT AND THE PEOPLE GLACIER

In the heart of American megalopolis lies
the State of Connecticut, bridging the gap
between the rest of New England and New
York City. In this geographical setting,
Connecticut faces the challenge of a pro-
Jected population growth more rapid than a
majority of the other States in the Union.
And the Nutmeg State’s population explosion
will compound existing problems for both
Connecticut and 1ts neighbors.

Rumbling into Connecticut with immuta-
ble force is a thundering population ava-
lanche * * * a people-glacier, Connecti-
cut’s 21, million persons in 1860 represented
the growth of 300 years. It took three cen-
turies for Connecticut to bulld up to 2%
million people. By the year 2000, it will have
all happened again. In a short 35 years the
State’s population will bulge to 5 million.

James S. Klar of the Connecticut Develop-
ment Commission admonished last year:
“Contemplate all of the schools, houses, high-
ways, churches, and public bulldings that we
have today, then think about doubling the
whole thing within the next 86 years. And
just to make your contemplation a little
more interesting, think of doubling within
38 years the results of three centuries—with-
out a coordinated plan.”

AN INTENSIFICATION OF PROBLEMS

In the final decade of this century, about
100,000 new Connecticut babies will be born
annually, doubling the 50,850 births for each
year during the 1950-60 decade. With a
projected decline in the death rate from the
current 1.06 percent to just 1 percent, the
average number of births over deaths each
year will increase from approximately 30,000
today to 57,000 during the 1990-2000 decade.
In addition, each year in the final decade of
the century, about 26,500 more persons will
enter the State to live than will leave for
residence elsewhere.

The doubling of Connecticut’s population
may occur intermittently in the next few
decades or the increase may be evenly spread
over the years, In either case there will be
an intensification of problems.

TREASURED VALUES

Already the environment shows an evl-
dence of losing some of its treasured values
because of the haphazard building of hous-
ing developments, poorly located businesses,
roads, industries, and other elements of in-
tensive urban development. Coupled with
environmental challenges are the complica-
tions-of land use. In recent years the char-
acter of residential, commercial, and indus-
trial building has been horizontal in con-
struction, and open land is rapidly disag-
pearing. But land is a fixed quantity, and
there Is no frontier on which to move. Ju-
dicious land use for residential building,
commercial and industrial construction, and
recreational needs is essential.

A fast growing population has accelerated
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the intensification and expansion of devel-
opment within the central valley and along
the western coastal portion of the State.
And futiire population growth is expected
to compound the existing problems of these
regions with greater intensity than other
portions of the State,

THE TIME IS NOW

The people of Connecticut have been just
about able to cope with all the problems of
past growth and development. But many
difficulties are now in their infancy stages
ready to ferment, then to burst into stag-
gering problems as they become further ag-
gravated by population expansion.

Today, there is much concern with pollu-
tion in Connecticut waters. The obtalning
of space on a salt water beach or fresh water
lake under the summer sun is increasingly
difficult. Taxes continue to rise as rural
town governments, wrestling with problems
of double sesslons in schools, poorly main-~
talned streets and trash accumulation, strug-
gle to keep pace with demands. Additional
population can do nothing but intensify
these and other problems unless steps are
taken to prepare for tomorrow’s population.
Connecticut residents must begin to think
now of ways to accommodate and cope with
the Inevitable omnslaught of additional
persons.

THE “CITY OF CONNECTICUT”

By the end of the century, 98 percent of
Connecticut’s people will live in urban cen-
ters of 10,000 or more. The population ex-
plosion—today’s 214 million is almost triple
that of 1900—may qualify our State by cen-~
tury’s end to be known as the city of Con-
necticut.

FACING UP TO THE FUTURE

In a bold and farsighted action program,
Connecticut’s State government is facing up
to the future. A State interregional planning
program was initlated by the State’s develop-
ment commission in 1960. It was developed
to assist Connecticut’s regional planning
agencies and to insure the compatibility of
regional plans with one another and with
State goals and responsibilities,

During the 1960-63 period, the Connecti-
cut Development Comimission, through the
Connecticut interregional planning program
and with the assistance of other State agen-
cies and regional planning agencies, com-
pleted basic inventory studies at the
Statewlde and regional levels. During the
conduct of these studies it became clear that
a close Integration of long-range planning
activity was needed in order to establish a
more comprehensive approach regarding the
future growth and development of the State.

INTEGRATED PLANNING

To achleve this, initially three agencies of
Connecticut State government—the Con-
necticut State Highway Department, the De-
partment of Agriculture and Natural
Resources, and the Connecticut Devel-
opment Commission—undertook to integrate
their long-range efforts by joint participation
in the planning phase of the Connecticut
interregional planning program. While these
and other governmental agencies have in-
volved themselves for many years with long-
range planning, their joint approach to Con-
necticut’s future is a recent cooperative effort
to insure the most productive achievements.

The Integrated planning phase began in
October 1963, and is scheduled to be com-
pleted by the middle of 1966. Through this
program there will be introduced into State
government an integrated, comprehensive
and long-range planning process for antici-

pating and meeting the challenges of future

development.

While the Nation’s population expands
from 182 million in the last census to over
300 million by the end of the century, Con-
necticut will be doubling its population in
the next 35 years.
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gram’ ‘ofganizations, the colIege work-study
program, and nelghhorhood Youth Corps.

, Once they are accepted Into college “dis-
advantaged youngsters are ablé to apply for
yarious Government and private financial as-
sistance which is now avallable only 10
students already ehrolled.

Upward bound—Summer programs, 1965

Stu-

. Re'cipicnf OEO
dents

. S grand

I.udependent schools talent search pro-

am (funded) $376, 031 100
Florida A. & WV
| 846,484 150
University of Oregon, “Eugene, Orc§___ 255,739~ 75
Columbia University, New York Cif 157,020 160
Howard Unpiversity, Washmgton,
____________ 135,406 | 200
Morehouse Colle e, Atlanta, Ga._____ 127,398 200
Texas Southcrn mvcrslty, ITouston, N
...... 127,194 200

300
200

Tisk '[fmversxty, Nashville, Tenn

121,000
116,889

Dillard Collefl Now Orlmns TLa. 14, 848 200
LeMoyne College (funded), Syracu i
T e e G 90, 428 100
Webster  Col Webster Groves
Mo - llcgc 77,940 | 200
Western 'Washmgton State, Belling-
am, Wash__ . 48,271 50
College of the QO zarks, Clarksville, Ark.| 40,927 80
New Mexlco nghlands, Las Vegas,
_____________________________ 39, 965 126
Ripon Collcge, Ripon, Wis.__..._..._. 19, 100 30
Total ___________________________ 2,194, 640 (2,370

NOTE, —Related ‘program Tuskcgee Institute, Tuske-
gee, Ala. 600 college students will provide tutorial

asslstance to 9,900 low-income students in 11 Alabama
counties

Mr MORSE Mr. Premdent I wish
to read two or three paragraphs from

‘the press release:

Seventeen. (;olleges have joined in a glant
talent hunt this summer to discover young-
sters In this category and get them “upward

‘bound. The Office of Economic Opportunity

has made initial grants to these colleges of
$2.2 million.

Mr. Pres1dent this program deals with
youngsters whose IQ’s show that they
are of college caliber, who could be a suc-
cess In college, but who have not been
prepared for college. Their intellectual
potential will be wasted unless we follow
such a course of actlon as Mr. Shriver
announced today is being inaugurated.
i[ continue to read from the press re-
ease;

Shriver’s Office of Economic Opportunity,_

supported by leading educators, and the
U.8. Office of Education will attack on a
wide front the problems that bar hundreds
of thousands of potentially talented young
Americans from making use of exceptional
minds and skills.

A speclal ‘committee of le-admg educators,
headed by Dr. Arthur Flemring, former Sec-
retary of Health, Education, and Welfare,
and president of the University of Oregon,
will assist in organizing the broad, long-range
program.

I am proud to announce . to the Senate

that the Chairman of the Special Com-
mittee wjll be Dr. Arthur Flemming. I
congratuia,te both '™Mr, Shriver and
President F'lemmlng for their outstand-

ing leadershlp In connection with this
~effort, this much needed rescue program

in the ﬁelgl of education, because that
is what it is. We are rescuing, we are

- saving the educational future and intel-
. }ectual potential of many young men and
“women who will be the beneficiaries of

this inspired educatmnal program,
I yield the floor.
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Mr. MOSS obtained the floor.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator from Utah yield?

Mr. MOSS. I shall be happy to yield
to the Senator from Louisiana, since he
is prepared to make a speech.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. I shall be
glad to wait and move that the Senate
adjourn.

Mr. MOSS. I yield to the Senator
from Louisiana.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. I promise
that my speech will not be long.

FE
. THE WAR IN VIETNAM

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presi-
dent, there is _one thing that the junior
Senator from Louisiana has in common
with every other Member of this body;
that is, that the thing which he most ob-
jects to is that he does not have more
influence. That is true of every other
Senator.

I might broaden the generality of that
statement and say that I also object to
the fact that those who agree with me do
not have more influence. I suppose that
that is just as true of the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. Morse] as it is true of the
rest of us.

All the Senators of this body, save two,
voted for a resolution at the time of the
attack on our ships in the Gulf of Tonkin.
That resolution was broadened to say
that we disapprove of Communist ag-
gression and we urge the President to
resist it. When the Communists at-
tacked us, we said we would resist aggres-

. sion in that area. So far as I am con-

cerned, that amendment meant what it
said. We upheld the hands of the Presi-
dent and we supported the position he
took when he sent more troops into Viet-
nam. )

We believe that the only way to
achieve peace, unless we want to sur-
render our freedom, is to have the people
of this Nation and of other free nations
stand together against Communist ag-
gression wherever it occurs in the world.

We believe that to yield a single coun-
try to the insatiable desires of world
communism to take over the world
merely makes an eventual nuclear war
more inevitable. In the last analysis
the only way for peace, and 1 believe it
to be the judgment of most people in
Government—I know that represents
the majority view in both the Senate
and House of Representatives—is that
we must stand firm against aggression.
Where we have made a firm stand, we
have been successful.

I discussed this subject before the U.S.
Chamber of Commerce at their opening
session some time back. I said this:

This goal to save the freedom of the
world without fighting a war of extermina-
tion 1s possible if we do three things:

-1, Convince our adversaries of our deter-
mination to hold what we haye on our side—
in other words—convince them that we will
do whatever is necessary, including nuclear
warfare before we will surrender anybody
anywhere.

2. Convince them that we have the ability
to fight through to victory if they are so
foolish. as to engage in an all-out war.

3. Meet force with greater force wherever
they insist upon being shown.,

T
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We are doing all three of these things
today.

The point where:we are experiencing our
greatest difficulty is the flrst one—convinc-
ing our adversary of our determination in
Vietnam.

We are losing brave men every day and
risking a broader war to demonstrate our de-
termination that not one additional free
country shall be swallowed by the Commu-
nist conspiracy—not if we can prevent it,

Yet modern-day appeasers and isolationists
are making our task difficult.

Every day they make speeches and engage
in some sort of irresponsible student rally.

Our Communist allles are led to believe
that we will surrender all of Asia to them
without a nuclear showdown if they will just
keep up the pressure.

So long as our enemies suspect that this
may be the case, they are going to pay an
increasingly greater price to test our will.

Therefore I have no doubt that our losses
in Vietnam will increase so long as anyone
suspects that the handful of Senators and
Congressmen and the bearded beatniks with
the peace-at-any-price placards represent
anything more than a small poorly regarded
fragment of American thinking.

Here Is where the individual can make his
greatest contribution today by supporting
theé position of his Government.

When you stand up for liberty and agalnst
Commnaunist slavery, you encourage your rep~
resentatives to stand up and they encourage
the rest of the world to stand up.

Our friends of Britain have 50,000 men in
the Pacific to the south of us.

If we withdraw, then their position in the
Malay States and indeed in all Asla becomes
hopeless.

The same is true of Thailand and Burma.
It will prove true of Pakistan and India.

While these countries urge a soft line in
public, they are praying quietly that we will
stand firm.

‘We are confronted with the same decision
that faced us in 1949 when this Nation made
the mistake of thinking that we could wait
until the dust settled in China,

Incidentally, some of those who urge
a soft line today urged the same thing
at that time. They urged that we should
wait until the dust settled in China.
When the dust settled in China, what
happened? Six hundred million people
plus, behind the Iron Curtain, were work-
ing to advance communism as we know
it.

I went on to say:

We reacted with resoluteness and courage
to save South Korea, to save Taiwan, Japan,
to stand in southeast Asia.

If we pull out now, all of Asia will be gone
before the dust can settle again.

Look for a moment at what we have done.

We fought a war that could have been
avolded to save Europe from Nazi slavery.

We spent more than $100 billlon helping
to build the strength in Europe and around
the world as barriers to Communist slavery.

We have confronted the Soviet Union at
Berlin, Cuba, and elsewhere successfully.

We have thrown back aggression in Korea.

We have confronted Red China successfully
at Talwan, and thls has made it possible for
the Natlonalist forces to hold Quemoy
against aggression.

The lessons are simple. Where we have
feared to stand fast and fight for freedom,
we have suffered disaster, in Easterh Europe,
in China, in Cuba.

Where we have shown a determination to
stand fast and to win whatever the cost, we
have prevalled.

In most cases we have prevaﬂed by a mere
show of strength

<
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But that strength must be real, 1t must be
backed by the iron will to ight.

It must not be a bluff. If your adversary
is ever convinced that you bluffed him suc-
cessfully on one occasion, he wiil be better
prepared and he will call your bluff next
time, and the next time after that,

Danlel Webster once sald, “The only peo-
ple who deserve freedom are those who love
1t and are ready to fight for it.”

This love of freedom cannot be & part-time
thing.

I am prepared to say to any bearded
beatnick who comes down to Washington
on a summer vacation to picket the
White House that he ought to be in uni-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

form and out fighting to save his Nation,
as some of us were doing at their ages,

I concluded by saying:

Wa must be constant about 1f, ever willing
to pay the price of loving liberty even more
than life,

For this, America collectively and Ameri~
cans individually have stood. This is our his-
toric role. May God grant that it will always
be s0,

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MOSS Mr. President, if there is
no further business to come before the
Senate, I move that the Senate stand in

June 16, 1965

adjournment until 12 o’clock noon to-
mMorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7
o’clock and 27 minutes p.m.) the Senafe
adjourned until Thursday, June 17, 1965,
at 12 o’clock meridian.

WITHDRAWAL

Executive nomination withdrawn from
the Senate June 16, 1965:

I withdraw the nomination sent to the
Senate on May 14, 1965, of William O. Gam-
bill to be postmaster at Gallatin in the State
of Tennessee,
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Code 24901 andrfollowing), as amended,

shall not apply.”
8gc, 304. The Board of Parole is hereby

directed to review the sentence of any pris-

onet who, before the enactment of this Act,
was made ineligible for parole by section
7237(d) of the Imternal Revenue Code of
1954, as amended, and (1) who was con-
victed of a violation of a law relating to
marihuans of (2) who was convicted of a
violation of a law relating to narcotic drugs
snd had hot attained his 26th birthday prior
‘to such convictionh. After conducting such
review the Board of Parole may authorize
the rélease of such prisoner on parcle pur-
suant to section 4202 of title 18, United
States Code. If the Board of Parcle finds
that there are reasonable grounds to believe
that such prisoner may benefit from the
treatment provided under the Federal Youth
Corrections Act (18 U.S.C. Chapter 402), 1t
may place such prisoner in the custody of
the Youth Corrections Division of the Board
of Paroie for treatment and supervision pur-
suant to the provisions of the Federal Youth
Corrections Act. Action taken by the Board
of Parole under this section shall not cause
any prisoner to serve a longer term than
would be served under his original sentence.
TITLE IV—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

" SEC. 401. Section 341 of the Public Heéalth

Service Act, as amended (58 Stat. 698; 68
Stat, 80; 70 Stat. 622; 42 U.S.C. 257), is,

amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 341(a). The Surgeon General is au-’

thorized to provide for the confinement, care,
protection, treatment, and discipline of per-
gons addicted to the use of habit-forming
narcotic drugs who ‘are civilly committed to
treatment or convicted of offenses against the
United States and sentenced to treatment
under the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Act
of 1965, addicts who are committed to the
custody of the Attorney General pursuant to
the provisions of the Federal Youth Correc-
tions Act, addicts who voluntarily submit
themselves for. treatment, and addicts con-
victed of offenses against the United States
and who are not sentenced to treatment un-
der -the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Act
of 1966, including persons convicted by gen-
eral ~courts-martial and consular courts,
Such care and treatment shall be provided
at hospitals of the Service especially equipped
for the accommodation of such patients or
elsewhere where authorized under other pro-
visions of law, and shall be designed to re-
habilitate such persons, to restore them to
health, and, where necessary, to train them
to be self-supporting and self-reliant, but
‘nothing in this section or in this part shall
be construed to limit the authority of the
Surgeon General under other provisions of
law to provide for the conditional release of
patients and aftercare under supervision.

(b) Upon the admittance to, and departure
from, a hospital of the Service of a person
who voluntarily submitted himself for treat-
ment pursuant to the provisions of this sec-
tion, and who at the time of his admittance
to such hospital was a resident of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, the Surgeon General shall
furnish to the Commissioners of the District
of Columbia or their designated agent, the

- name, address, and such other pertinent in-
formation as may be useful in the rehabilita-
tion to society of such person.”

SEC. 402. The Surgeon General and the
Attorney General are authorized to give rep-
resentatives of States and local subdivistons
thereof the benefit of their experience in the
care, treatment, and rehabllitation of nar-
cotic addicts so that each State may be en-
couraged to provide adequate facilities and
personnel for the care and treatment of
narcdtic addicts In its jurisdiction, 3

Sxo, 403. The table of contents to’“Part

"III—Prisons ‘and ' Prisoners” of title 18,
United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing after “313. Mental defectives * * *
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'4241” a new chapter reference as follows:

“314. Narcotic addicts * * * 4251”.

SEc. 404. If any provision of this Act or
the application thereof to any person or eir-
cumstance is held invalid, the remainder of
the Act and the application of such provi-
sion to other persons not similarly situ-
ated or to other circumstances shall not be
affected thereby.

SEC. 405. Title I of this Act shall take
effect three months after the date of its
enactment and shall apply to any case pend-
ing in a disirict court of the United States
in which an appearance has not been made
prior to such eifective date. Titles II and
IIT of this Act shall take effect on the date of
its enactment and shall apply to any case
pending in any court of the United States
in which sentence has not yet been imposed
as of the date of enactment.

SEC. 406. There are authorized to be ap-
propriated such sums as are necessary to
carry out the provisions of this Act,

\

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I also ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the Recorp the letter of transmittal ac-
companying the administration recom-
mendation, signed by the Attorney Gen-
eral and the Secretary of the Treasury.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL,
Washington, D.C., June 15, 1965,
The VICE PRESIDENT,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Vice PresIiDENT: Enclosed for
your consideration and appropriate reference
is a legislative proposal to amend title 18
of the United States Code to enable the courts
to deal more effectively with the problem of
narcotic addiction, and for other purposes.

At the Whiee House Conference on Narcotic -
and Drug Abuse, September 1962, many rep-’

resentatives concluded that a procedure
should be established under which addicts
convicted of a violation of law could be dealt
with in better ways than are now available.
Further, it was agreed that the penalty
structure for séntencing narcotic and mari-
huana offenders should be modified. These
views were reiterated in the final report of
the President’s Advisory Commission on Nar-
cotic and Drug Abuse, November 1963. In
addition, these recommendations were sup-
ported by the President in his special mes-
sage to the Congress on *“Crime, Its Preva-
lence, and Measures of Prevention,” dated
March 8, 1965. The enclosed legislative pro-
posal. would implement the recommenda-
tions of the Conference, the Commission,
and the President.

Basically, title I of the legislation would
establish a procedure through which a nar-
cotic addict charged with a criminal offense
could he civilly committed to the custody
of the Surgeon General for treatment in lieu
of facing criminal prosecution on the charge
against him. This would be accomplished
by the court when it has reason to believe
him to be an addict and also has reason to
belleve he is likely to be rehabilitated by
proper treatment. In such an instance, the
court could afford the defendant the option
to elect to submit to a physical examination
by the Surgeon General to detérmine whether
he is in fact an addict. If, upon receiving
the report of the Surgeon General and his
recommendation as to whether the defendant
should be civilly committed, the court directs
such commitment, the criminal charge is
held in abeyance pending the successful

. completion of institutional and aftercare

treatmeént.” "At that time the chargé would
be dismissed, but if before that time the
defendant is found unresponsive or unco-
operative in treatment, the civil commit-

&
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ment may be terminated and the criminal
proceedings resumed. :

Since & defendant must elect within 5 days
after his first appearance in court whether
to submit himself to an examination which
might result in a civil commitment, this
procedure not only provides an opportunity
to get at what may be one of the underlying
causes of criminal activity, but it has the
significant advantage of swiftly effecting the
removal from the streets of addicts who may
be restored to useful citizenship.

Title IT of the proposed legislation would
amend title 18 of the United States Codie
to add a chapter providing for the indegter-
minate sentencing of narcotic addicts to
treatment following conviction for criminal
activity. As with title I, this title would
provide a program of comprehensive treat-
ment for addicts placed in the custody of -
the Attorney General after convictien. .

Both the civil commitment procedure and
the procedure for sentencing to treatment
following conviction require as a condition
to their use that the court find a person
charged with a criminal offense is an addict
and is likely to be rehabilitated by treat-
ment. Furthermore, in both instances, safe-
guards are provided to assure that unco-
operative or unresponsive individuals will
not be released, or if already released, they
will be returned to institutional custody.
Further, if such individuals had been com-
mitted under title I, they would face prose-
cution on the pending charge. Treatment
procedures have been limited to exclude from
their applicability certain persons who sell
narcotic drugs, persons with repeated felony
convictions, and other persons who are not
considered suitable subjects for treatment
and rehabilitation. Both facets of the leg~
islation provide for institutional treatment
and supervisory aftercare following release
from confinement. In civil commitment the
Surgeon General, and in commitment follow-
ing conviction the Attorney General, would
bhe authorized to contract with appropriate
public or private agencles or persons for the
supervisory aftercare. It is thus expected
that local community personnel and facili-
ties will play a significant role in this aspect
of the treatment program.

Title III of the legislation would modify
certain exclusionary features of the Young
Adult Offenders Act of 1958 (Public Law 85—
752, 72 Stat. 845) by meaking any narcotic
drug or marihuana offender over the age of
22 and under the age of 26 eligible to receive
an indeterminate sentence and conditional
release under the Federal Youth Corrections
Act. However, it would retain the provision
that suspended sentence and probation shall
not be available under the Federal Youth
Corrections Act to offenders convicted of
certain narcotics or marihuana offenses
which require mandatory penalties.

The title would also amend section 103
of the Narcotic Control Act of 1956 (Public
Law 84-728, 70 Stat. 567) by making the
provisions of parole under section 4202 of
title 18, United States Code, and the act of
July 15, 1932 (47 Stat. 696; D.C. Cade 24-201
and following), as amended, available to all
marihuana offenders.

“In addition, it would permit the Board of
Parole to réview the sentences of prisoners
who now stand convicted of marihuana oi-
fenses and prisoners convieted of a viola-
tion of a law relating to narcotic drugs who
had not attained the age of 26 at the time
of conviction. The Board would be author-
ized to release such persons on parole or
place them under the provisions of the Fed-
eral Youth Corrections Act as may be deemed
suitable. i

This title would permit greater latitude in
handling " certain vidlators “when  deemed
necessary to IfidividUalize rehabilitative
treatment, and at the same time leave intact
the overall deterrent characteristics of the

253

b T

Ny

o



Approved For Release 2003/10/15 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000300180025-3

13450

mandatory penalties contained in the Nar-
cotle Control Act of 18566.

In summary, the enclosed proposal repre-
sents a creative approach to accomplish
what was implicit in the President’'s state-
ment that it is essential to “seek to the full-
est extent consistent with the public safety
to give offenders a maximum opportunity
for return to a normal life.” Through the
joint efforts of the courts and medical, cor-
rectional, and legal authorities, it is hoped
that this legislation will be a key toward the
rehabilitation of a substantial number of
persons charged with crime and their re-
sumption of productive places in society.

The Bureau of the Budget has advised
that enactment of this legislation is in ac-
cord with the program of the President.

Sincerely,

Secretary of the Trea;ury.

Attorney General.

Mr, HART. Mr. President, will the
Senafor from Indiana yield?

Mr. HARTKE. Mr. President, I yield
to the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Hart]l without losing my right to the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

F E VIETNAM 'dw/

Mr. HART. = Mr. President, last night,
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, the Sen-
ator from Arkansas [Mr. FULBRIGHTI,
thoughtfully voiced his evaluation of the
situation in Vietnagm. '

I listened. At the speech’s conclusion,
I intended to make a brief comment.
However, discussion resumed on the
pending business, the excise tax reduc-
tion bill, and I was reluctant to interrupt.

Today, I wish to express my appreci-
ation. In listening to the speech, and
later in reading it, I was struck by the
responsible, prudent analysis of an ad-
mittedly difficult dilemma.,

The distinguished Senator has the ad-
mirable ability to sort out the essentials
of a problem without oversimplification.

There have been many persons across
the land, during these months of com-
mon concern, who have spoken with the
limitless confidence and absolute cer-
tainty that almost implies some sort of
divine guidance. I might envy them,
but I do not find that I can often agree
with them.

The thoughtful man considering a
complex problem finds that judgments
must be based on an intricate balance of
the bad against the less bad, and the
good against the greater good.

The Senator from Arkansas has made
these judgments and has arrived at what
seems to me to be an excellent set of rec-
ommendations, His tone, and his eval-
uations offer the best promise of a safe
passage for this country. ‘

The speech must give the President of
the United States—who in each hour of

these past months has borne this bur-

den-—great comfort.

I anticipate that in coming weeks the
speech will be subject to a great deal of
analysis, and will doubtlessly come un-
der attack by those who hold more ex-
treme views.
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It will be criticized because it was a
thoughtful speech, and thoughtfulness is
often mistaken for indecisiveness. It
was a sensitive speech, and sensitivity is
often mistaken for weakness.

But I believe that the distinguished
Senator’s point of view is a logical one—
so much so that when anyone asks to
know my position on Vietnam, I intend
to answer simply: “Read the Fulbright
speech.”

OPPOSITION TO MAKING THE
FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY A
_MILITARY AGENCY

Mr. HARTKE. Mr. President, in
South Vietnam we have seen another
takeover of the civilian government by
the military in the last few days. This
is the second time this year that the
military leaders have there usurped the
power of the civilian leaders, dominating
not only the necessary military offen-
sive against the Vietcong, but dominat-
ing as well the entire nation.

The Dominican crisis has its close

parallels insofar as the domination by a -

powerful military group is concerned,
bent on the overthrow of the civil au-
thority.

In Egypt we have the long-standing
domination of Colonel Nasser, who rose
to power because he had power as a mili-
tary officer, with the backing of his
friends in the military establishment.

The dictator of Spain, Francisco
Franco, in power these many years, was
likewise a military man who seized con-
trol and who has never yet relinquished
to civilian democratic processes the
power which he then gained.

One could likewise call the roll of
Latin American governments, living
under the bannner of a republican form
legally and constitutionally established,
which have over the years fallen, and
sometimes repeatedly, to the dominance
of a military clique, a clique which has
felt that its military traditions of auto-
cratic authority gave it qualifications to
exercise that same autocratic domination
in civil affairs.

Should one call the roll of history,
examples would likewise be multiplied.

I believe, Mr, President, that history
furnishes us with sufficient examples, re-
inforced by the experience of many a
nation in our own time, so that one
might state as an approximation to truth
8 praphrase of an ancient verdict of
Scripture, “Where there is no vision, the
people perish”— “Where there is no
civilian government, the people’s liberty
15 endangered.”

‘We in this Nation have been richly
blessed by the heritage of wisdom with
which our Founding Fathers were en-
dowed. They saw the dangers lying
within the very nature of the military
leader, who by the essence of the mili-
tary structure must become not only a
leader but an autocratic leader, who in
his very psychology of command so easily
develops the psychology that he was born
to command, to command not only
within the military structure but within
the totality of the Nation, giving orders
as a benevolent dictator rather than
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taking the slow democratic route of con-
sensus granted by fellow citizens. It was
George Washington who warned against
“those overgrown military establish-
ments which under any form of govern-
ment are inauspicious to liberty, and
which are to be regarded as particularly
hostile to republican liberty. )

Or, to quote from that great predeces- -
sor document of the Constitution, the
Virginia Declaration of Rights—adopted
at Williamsburg almost exactly 189
years ago, on June 12, 1776—“that, in
all cases, the military should be under
strict subordination to, and governed by,
the civil power.”

One of the grievances set forth in the
Declaration of Independence, whose
adoption followed the Virginia Declara-
tion by only 3 weeks and a day, was that
“the present King of Great Britain has
affected to render the military independ-
ent of and superior to the civil power.”

The State of New York in the docu-
ment with which its delegates, “having
maturely considered the Constitution
for the United States of America,” gave
their ratification to our basic document
over the signature of George Clinton on
July 26, 1788, included a statement of
principles, many of which were later em-
bodied in the Bill of Rights. Among
them was this:

Standing armies in time of peace are dan-
gerous to liberty, and ought not to be kept
up, except in cases of necessity; and that
at all time, the military should be under
strict subordination to the civil power.

Mr. President, I have spoken on this
topic before, on Thursday last, and at
greater length than I shall do today. But
I believe it is in the best interests of our

. Nation, in accord with the expressed

desire of the Founding Fathers and our

long traditions, in harmony with the

thought of many of our great modern
leaders, and in keeping with the law as
passed by the Congress as recently as
1958, that we should maintain the domi-
nance of our civilian leadership in high
posts of government by voting down a
bill soon to be called up from the ecalen-
dar, S. 1900.

The majority leader has indicated that
this will be the pending business tomor-
row after the consideration of a resolu-
tion.

The bill would set aside the express re-
quirement of the Federal Aviation Act
that its Administrator should be a civil-
ian. It would breach the wall of separa-
tion between civilian and military, which
is no less a necessity to our form of gov-
ernment than the wall of separation be-
tween church and state, and which has
an equally ancient and wise relationship
to our oldest traditions. Passing this bill
would punch a hole in the dike beyond
which lies the sea of military domination
from which flood waters have poured in
to inundate the civilian governments of
South Vietnam, of the Dominican Re-
public, of Castro’s Cuba in its prostrate
dietatorship, of Spain, of other na-
tions ruled by those who, as military
leaders, have set themselves up as the
indispensable men.

This, it may be said, would be only a
little hole in the dike.
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" has the ‘respect_of all who worked for

him. The son” of a country doctor,
whom he often quoted in makmg ‘deci-
siohs—and he fhade many of the most
important ones that had to do with the
security of the Unitéd States.

Greneral McKee is the kind of man who

has volu,nteered t6 give up his pension

richts if he felt the Congress of the

United States thought that would be the

right thing to do. I do not believe in
punishing a man, just because he did
not go into bankmg or politics. I do

- not belleve that a man should lose his

retirement pay just because he con-
tinues to serve his government at the
request of his President.

If he takes this position, he will take
a reduction in pay, because under the law
he loses, after the first $2,000, 50 percent
of his retirement pay.

Nobody has questioned his ability. No-
body could question the administrative
capacity of W. F. McKee. It is known
throughout this town.

Tonight the name of John F. Kennedy
has been mentioned. When Gen, Curtis
LeMay was out of the country, Gen-
eral McKee took his place, representing
him on the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

Our late beloved President told me sev-
eral times of his tremendous respect for
‘the capacity, wisdom, and managerial
ability of the nominee for this position.

I believe that the decision is a simple
one: Having served his country leng and
faithfully—in the uniform of the United
States—does he

will of the Congress or will we decide to
punish him and reduce his pay in order
that he may continue the magnificent
service that every man in South Vietnam
and every man in this body who wants to
study his record knows he has rendered
to his country?

Mr, President, I express’ my apprecia-
tion to the dlsmngulshed senior Senator
trom Oregon for his invariable courtesy

- in permitting me to make these brief re-

marks tonight. I shall speak on this

* matter further tomorrow, but I would
“hope,

inasmuch as the Senator from
Montana [Mr. MeTcaLF]l has seen fit to
attack the appointment recommended by
the President, he will possibly rearrange
his plans.

Mr. HARTKE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Oregon yield?

Mr. MORSE. I am in 3 difficult posi-
tion. ' Mrs. Morse is vwitlng an injured
friend, and I wish to join her.

Mr. HARTKE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Oregon yield? -

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MET-

cALF in the chair). Does the Senator
from Oregon yield to the Senator from

- Indiana?

Mr. MORSE. I should like to get to
my speech——
- Mr, HARTKE, I should like to make
a very short statement in defense of the
Senator from Montana, who is in the
chair. I believe that it is fair to say

_that the Senatgr from Montana, [Mr,

Mzrgalr] did not attack the nomina-
tion, I am not attacking the nomina-
tion. The truth is that——

Mr, MORSE, Ihave only a very short

speech I must go to the hospital with
~ is the purpose of our bombing—to make

Mrs. Morse to see an mJured fr1end

] accept the new and
vitally important position with the good

W, METCALF, M¥. President, would
the dlstxnguished Senator from Oregon
yield me one moment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HarTKE in the chair). Does the Senator
from Oregon yield to the Senator from
Montana?

Mr. MORSE. Does the Senator from
Montana wish me to yield for only 1
minute?

Mr. METCALF. One minute,

Mr. MORSE. I yield to the Senator
from Montana for 1 minute.

Mr. METCALF. Let me say to_the
Senator from Missouri [Mr. SYMINGTON]
that last fall I promised the people of
Montana that there would be a hearing
in Montana on the Bureau of Land
Management approach to some of the
mining claims situations under the so-
called Engle law.

Tomorrow, the Senator from Alaska
[Mr. GrueNING] and I are going out to
conduct that hearing.

It has been long established. It is a
matter of great concern to the people of
the State of Montana. I have asked the
majority leader to put this over. I have
told him of my concern, as I say, to the
Senator from Missouri. I do not know
General McKee. I have no grudge
against him.

The only point I wish to make is the
point that the Senator from Indiana has
made, that this is a civil Government,
and that it should be kept under civil-
ian control. I know that the Senator
from Missouri wants that. I am very
sorry that I cannot be here tomorrow to
talk about this very 1mportant and very
significant nomination, which is far more
important than General McKee, far
more important than who is going to be
head of the Federal Aviation Agency, a
matter which has come down to us from
the time the Constitution was estab-
lished.

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Oregon yield brief-
1y?

Mr, MORSE. I am glad to yield to

the Senator from Missouri.
- Mr., SYMINGTON. 1 ask the Sen-
ator from Montana if he will be good
enough, when he returns, to read what
I have had to say. I thank the Senator
from Oregon very much for yielding to
me. .

Mr. MORSE. The Senator from Mon-
tana is most welcome.

——w/——ﬁnww

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Presuient, in speak-
ing yesterday about our difficulties in
Vietnam, the Scnator from Arkansas
[Mr. FuLericHT] prefaced his conclusions
with a reference to what he calls our pol-
icy of seeking the end to the war at the
earliest possible time by a negotiated
settlement involving major concessions
by both sides.

Surely, that is a strange and novel in-
terpretation of our policy in Vietnam.
It is not the policy stated over and over
again by the Sec %ary of State, when he
declares repea.tedly‘fha,t it'is our pohcy to
make North Vietnam and China stop in~
terfering with their neighbors. Secre-
tary Rusk has said many times that this
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North Vietnam stop giving alleged aid to
the rebels, and presumably to warn China
that the same treatment is in store for
her if she aids them to any degree.

I do not doubt that the President and
his a,dmimstra.tlon would like to hear a
favorable response to theif statements
that we would negotiate with China and
with "North Vietham, but not with the
Vietcong who, of course, are the enemy.
Such a posﬂ:lon enables the United States
to take a public posture in favor of ne-

‘gotiations without any real chance that

the offer might lead to negotlatlons

But never in any presentation in pub-
lic or in pr1vate ‘have I heard any indica-
tion from administration spokesmen
that this country is ready, right now, to
sit down with the Vietcong, and to ma_ke
major concessions in return for major
concessions on their part. If that is in-
deed the policy of this Government, then
the Senator from Arkansas must have
been told something at the White House
that no oné else has been told.

Tt seems to be the view of the Senator
from Arkansas, and the view of the ad-
ministration, that our offer to negotiate
with the nonenemy is a mark of our na-
tional benevolence. But I wonder how
benevolent we are to the people of Viet-
nam. It is our power and our money
and our m111tary might that continues
the war in Vietnam. It is our napalm
that burns them, and that destroys their
meager possessions. I do not know of
any weapon, or any terror of the Viet-
cong that has destroyed as much in
South Vietnam as U.S. aireraft have de-
stroyed. )

All in the name of benevolent persua-
sion, But we are not persuading the
Vietcong to negotiate by such means,
any more than our air attacks on the
north have persuaded the North Vietna-
mese t0 negotiate.

It would appear from the remarks of
the Senator from Arkansas that he ex-
pects some kind of negotiating to be done
while the war continues, This would be
in the pattern of the French wars in In-
dochina and in Algeria. It can only be
deduced that the Senator from Arkansas,
and presumably the administration, have
the same thing in mind.

That is not the same as stopping the
war pending a political negotiation.
This is why I am not impressed with the
recital of the ways and means whereby
we have sounded out China and North
Vietnam about negotiations. The Sena-
tor from Arkansas mentions their re-
jection of the Indian proposal for an
Afro-Asian peace force. He says we
were ready to discuss it, but it was re-
jected by North Vietnam and China.

I do not know why we believe we must
have their agreement on how to stop the
war. We could have taken up the Shas-
tri proposal whether our ‘‘nonenemies”
approved it or not. An Afro-Asian peace

force does not need the approval of Chi-

na or North Vietnam in order to separate
the warring factions in South Vietham
and pacify the area. '

The eternal excuse that North Viet-
nam and China reJect this or that is
only an excuse for the continuation of
the war.

The way to stop the waris to bring in
a peacekeepmg mission. It could be
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Afro-Asian; it could be the United Na-
tions; it could even be SEATO.

I also point out that there is no ap-
proval from China, at least, needed for
countrywide elections in Vietnam, as
called for by the Senator from Arkansas.
We could call for them right now. We
could see that representatives of South
Vietnam do what they refused to do in
1955 and 1956—in which we played such
an ugly part in preventing-—and that is
meet with representatives of the north
to fix the time and conditions for coun-
trywide elections.

Mr. President, let the Recorp show
again that the United States more than
any other force in the world prevented
the application of the principle of self-
determingtion in Vietnam in 1956.

I was a member of the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee then, as I am now, and
I listened to the intelligence reports of
my Government. Why did we join in
blocking that electon? We joined in
blocking it because our Intelligence re-
. ports showed that Ho Chi Minh would

be elected President of both North and
South Vietnam and would bring about a
united Vietnam as provided for in the
Geneva accords, with a vote of at least
80 percent in South Vietnam.

I have listened to no evidence which
would lead anyone to believe that Ho Chi
Minh would not receive 80 percent of the
vote in South Vietnam tomorrow. He is
still a most popular figure in both North
and South Vietnam.

However, our Government does not
wish to face that fact becguse we can-
not reconcile it with the warmaking
propaganda with which this Government
is flooding the country, and misleading
and confusing the American people as a
result. :

I entirely share the view of the Sena-
tor from Arkansas that a complete vic-
tory that enables us to impose a peace
upon southeast Asia would cost this
country infinitely more than it would be
worth, if it could be done at all. In the
end we would be happy to settle for a
return to the original 1954 agreement,
including the reunification of Vietnam
under whatever government its people
choose in supervised elections.

Let us not forget that the Geneva ac-
cords provide for supervision of that elec-
tion by the International Commission
that was set up by the accords them-
selves, consisting of a representative from
Canada, Poland, and India. Of course,
we could do that now. There is nothing
to prevent the United States from sup-
porting & movement from an election
now. ’

But we could do that now. If we wait
for China to approve everything we do
in Indochina, we will either have to ex-
terminate her with nuclear bombs or
fight forever in Indochina.

I greatly fear that the events of recent
months and years do not bear out the
hopes of Senator FurLericeT that by dig-
ging in and stalemating the ground war
in the South, a time will then come when
negotiations will result. We were en-
gaged in a stalemated struggle before
February. But people became too Im-
patient; it was decided that we could
speed things up by bombing North Viet-
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nam, and thereby forcing them into ne-
gotiations.

That policy was an utter failure, if that
was its objective at all.

‘Now the Senator from Arkansas pro-
poses that we go back to the stalemate
on the ground, only now it will be a stale~
mated fight carried out on one side by
Americans, and on the other side by
Asians.

One of the most disgppointing things
about the Fulbright speech was that he
proposed that wejkeep on killing until
after the monsoon is over, that we keep
on bombing, and that we continue to
make war. Does anyone think that will
hasten the day for negotiations? That
will increase the hatred against the
United States in Asia for more years to
come.

I would like to have heard the Senator
from Arkansas propose that we stop our
bombing. AsI have asked so many times
on the floor of the Sensate, when will this
administration give the American people
whatever information it can give in re~
gard to the people we are killing in North
Vietham? ‘There is much talk about
bombing bridges and barracks and am-
munition dumps and roads, but not one
word about the human beings we are
killing. :

We do not proceed to declare war
against North Vietnam. That is what
the Constitution calls for, if we are to
make war. Yet we have a President
who continues to act unconstitutionally
by conducting a war in North Vietnam
without a declaration of war, and a Con-
gress which in two resolutions has ex-
ceeded its constitutional authority by at~
tempting to give the President power to
make war without declaring war, as ar-
ticle I, section 8 of the Constitution calls
for.

I see no prospect whatsoever that any
negotiations will result from a situation
like that, either. I cannot imagine that
the Pentagon or even the public will lohg
be satisfied with such & condition.
Many of us are recelving mail from
servicemen in Vietnam, complaining that
they are forgotten, abandoned, and lack-
ing the material support from home that
would, in their words, “Put an end to the
war.” HRach escalation, each new in-
crement of forces, brings more com-
plaints from our soldiers that they need
more air support, more firepower, and
more troops. Even professional soldiers,
as most of them are, are not going to
setitle for a war which they believe, how-
ever erroneously, could be won by a
greater military effort. They are not in-
terested in hopes that eventually the
other side will be ready to negotiate.
The Pentagon won out when it came to
bombing North Vietnam, and it will win
out when the next decisions are made of
how to prosecute the war.

The State Department surrendered to
the Pentagon. McNamara became the
de facto Secretary of State. He has been
in control of American foreign policy in
Asia for many months.

So I say the Pentagon won out when
it came to bombing North Vietnam, and
will win out when the next decisions are
made of how to prosecute the war, and
we are going in deeper and deeper, and
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more blood will be let and more Asians
and more Americans will be killéd in a
completely unnecessary, shocking, un-
justifiable war, in contradiction to all
our professed ideals about being a na-
tion of peace and a believer in the rule
of law. There is all the difference in the
world between our talk and our action.
Usually we recognize that when there is
a difference between talk and action, the
result is hypocrisy.

That is why around the world the
United States is being charged with hypo-
critical actions in South Vietnam and
North Vietnam, and we are guilty, and
history will so record.

That is why I continue to say that the
probem is not one of forcing tre other
side—however that term may be de-
fined—into negotiations. The problem is
to stop the war.

I know it is a novelty to diplomats and
international politicians to think in
terms other than the traditional ones of
direct action. There is not a nation in
the world that has yet thought of its own
international relations in terms of inter-
national bodies created to keep the peace.
India, Pakistan, Turkey, the Soviet
Union, Greece, Cyprus, Portugal, the
Arab countries, Israel, and above all, the
United States, despite their membership
in the United Nations and in regional
organizations which lay claim to peace-
keeping functions, all ignore these orga-
nizations when their own national in-
terests are involved.

So today our Government is not think-
ing about what world agency may be used
to stop the fighting. It is only thinking
about how much old style force it will
take to bring about old style negotia-
tions. To make war, and then to nego-
tiate a peace—those are the traditional
ways of military and diplomatic thinking.

It is sad to find that even this coun-
try, which has given more lip service to
international law and to the purposes of
the United Nations than any other, has
no more understanding of their use in
matters affecting itself than has any
country in the world, including Commu-
nist China. Insofar as a matter affects
the United States in Indochina, or the
Dominican Republic, we have no more
appreciation of the use of the United
Nations than does Communist China in
the matters affecting her.

In my opinion, the world is long past
the stage where it can rely upon na-
tional judgments of when to press an ad-
versary with military power in the hopes
of reaching negotiations.

We must find the means of using some
peace force in Indochina, or we will never
reach the negotiating stage.

Yesterday on the floor of the Senate
two Senators, the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. RoserTsON] and the Senator from
Alaska [Mr. GRUENING] made the plea
again that the senior Senator from
Oregon has been making for almost 2
years on the floor, that the United States
ought to resort to the United Nations,
that the United States ought to keep its
commitments under the United Nations
Charter. The fact that our allies have
run out on their obligations under the
charter does not justify our aections.

Approved For Release 2003/10/15 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000300180025-3



June 16, 1965

Approved For Release 200311 0/15 CIA RDP67BOO446R000300180025 3

The press carrles the information that
shortly the President of the United States

. will journey to San Francisco for a cere-

rd

- fine,

) the Umted States has not been willing to

mony memorializing the birth of the
United Nations.

It we are not careful, he will be at-
tending the funeral of the United Na-
tions. There is no nation in the world
more responsible for the weakened con-
dition of the United Nations today than
is the United States.

- The United States has broken its bond

with the United Nations as a result of its
outlawry in Asia, v101at1ng the Geneva
accords time and time again, violating
article after article of the United Nations
time and time again.
-1 recomimend to my President that he
go not to San Francisco, but to New York
City. I recommend to my President that
he exercise the prerogative of the United
States under the charter to call for an
extraordinary session of the General As-
sembly of the United Nations.

I recommend to my President that he

walk out on the historic platform in
New York City under the roof of that
great temple of international justice and
rule of law and say to the world “At
long last the United States is ready to
lay this threat to the peace of the world
in Asia before the United Nations for
{ts determination and handling, and the
United States pledges to the United Na-
tions its wholehearted support to help
carry out the program that the United
Nations could very well work out for
keeping the peace in Asia and enforcing
the peace.” )

In my judgment, neither Red China,
North Vietnam, nor any combination of
Communist powers would ever defy the
united action of 80, 85, 90, 95, or 100
nations, members of the United Nations,
that at long last will wake up to the fact
that they have a great moral obligation
to bring this war to an end. The war
cannot be brought to an end by any
proposal from the President of the
United States, the Secretary of State,
the Secretary of Defense, or any com-
bination of groups in the United States
for bilateral negotiations between the
United States, North Vietham, and Red
China. . There is no chance of it. They
have no 1ntention of surrendering to the
United States.

But should we let s third party, a
noncombatant force representing the
United Nations, sit at the head of a pro-

posed international conference table, we.

would have a chance to negotiate a peace.
If we do not take advantage of that
opportunity—if Canada, Great Britain,
France, Italy, and all of our allies do not
take advantage of this opportumty——the
danger is that mankind will continue
marching toward the abyss of a nuclear
war. .

Mr. President, in my opinion it"is the
only hope left. If it can be done through
& 14-nation conyening, fine. If it can
be dor efghgough making use of any of
the other existine treaties that provide
for joint action in maintaining the peace,
The difficylty with the U.S. action
is that i is unilateral.
sounding offers. We deliver speeches
with idealistic phraseology In them. But

We make nice-
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fresort to the plocedures of the United

Nations for a complete jurisdictional
takeover of the war in Asia.

We must find means of using some
peace force in Indochina or we shall
never reach the negotiating stage and we
shall continue to send increasing thou-
sands of American bhoys to Asia. We
have heard the last and most recent step
of this administration announced by the
Secretary of Defense from the Pentagon
this afternoon. I would have the reser-
vationists in the Senate read the an-
nouncement, of the Secretary of Defense
this afternocon and try to reconcile it
with speeches made on the floor of the
Senate by Senator after Senator when
there was before us not so long ago the
bill sent up by the President to provide
an additional sum of $700 million to fight
a war in Asia. Although, as I pointed
out in my answer to the proponents of
the bill, the President, admitted that he
did not need the money and admitied
that he had the power to transfer funds,
he also frankly and honestly said to the
Congress of the United States, “I am ask-
ing for your vote on this bill because we
shall interpret it as to whether or not
you give me a vote of confidence in con-
tinuing my policies in Asia.”

I shall always be proud that I voted
against the measure, one of three Sen-
ators, because I shall not give him a vote
of confldence in the unjustifiable, uni-
lateral militery action that the United
States is taking in violation of both our
Constitution and our treaty obligations
as I outlined them only a few moments
ago.

This afternoon thousands more of
American boys, it was announeced, will
go to Asia. Some of the reservationists
in their speeches on the floor of the
Senate, thinking that this alibi and this
rationalization would give them some
excuse back home, got up and said—and
let the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD speak for
itseli—*“Mr. President, I want it under-
stood that when I vote for the bill this
afternoon I am not giving the President
a blank check.” Some of them said, “I
want it understood that when I vote for
this measure I am not approving the
sending of more troops in any numbers
to Asia. I expect to be consulted.”

Those statements sounded good, did
they not? I replied to them in that de-

bate—and let the REcorp speak for it-

self—by saying, “I want to _say to you

reservationists that you are being con-

sulted right now, and this is the last con-
sultation that you will get from the
President of the United States before he
sends more troops to Asia.” o
Mr. President, it was not 96 hours
after those reservationists voted again
to approve of the exercise of an unconsti-
tutional power by the President of the

United States that this administration.

announced that more thousands of boys
would go to Asia. Let the REcorp speak
for itself.

" After the announcement was made by
the administration, I took the floor of
the Senate and said to those reservation-
ists, “Were you consulted? If any of you

were consulted, tell me that you were

consulted.” o ) ;
Of course, they were not consulted.
anight on the floor of the Senate I ask

13457

the fol]owing question; and I shall wel-
come an answer to it from any Senator
in this body tomorrow: “Were you con-
sulted before MeNamara announced this
afternoon that thousands more boys are
to be sent to Asia?” And let us face the
ugly and awful reality—a large number
of them will die in Asia.

Of course they were not consulted.

Mr. President, the sad fact is that in
the United States of America today the
military is running away with this Gov-
ernment. The sad fact is that in the
United States today the military is de-
termining American foreign policy in
Asia.

All T can do is to repeat what I have
said so many times: “America, wake up.
American public opinion, wake up.”

To the American people I say, “Start
holding your Government to an account-
ing. Make clear -to your Government
that you are not sanctioning this killing
in Asia, and that you want to see peace
restored to the world.”

I hold in my hand—and would that it
could be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp—a cartoon printed in one of the
most courageous little newspapers in
America. I spoke about this newspaper
the day before yesterday on the floor of
the Senate. It is the Gazette & Daily,
of York, Pa. That newspaper coura-
geously has opposed the President’s pol-
icy in Asia. I said the other day that
that newspaper, along with the St. Louis
Post Dispatch, the Knight papers, the
New York Times, and a few other news-
papers, have really been defending the
right of a free press as some of us have
been defending the right of free speech
in the historic discussions in opposition
to the warmaking policies of the United
States in Asia. But this cartoon catches
my eye and my fancy. Its heading is,
“Yes, there is a way out.” The cartoon
shows war clouds and lightning strikes.
It is labeled “Vietnam Civil War.” Tt
shows an American citizen holding a
newspaper headed “Killing.” But there
is a road sign pointing in the opposite
direction from the warmaking which
reads, “United Nations Approach to
Peace.”

Mr. President, as I said the other day,
and repeat tonight, I am satisfied that
at the grassroots of America there is
growing concern about the failure of the
present administration to resort to its
obligations under existing treaties.

When in a packed Madison Square
Garden I addressed more than 18,000
fellow Americans the other evening, to-
gether with other speakers, and closed
my appeal by urging that my Govern-
ment make use of the procedures of the
United Nations, it started a demand in
that mass meeting for a march on the
United Nations Building. I said in clos-
ing that speech that we were meeting
within a_few blocks of the great inter- -
nationsal temple of international law and
peace. I made my plea that our Govern-
ment make use of the procedures avail-
able within that temple of international
justice,

A demand developed for a march on
the United Nations Building. At 20 min-
utes before midnight that march started,
two by two, eficiently handled by the
New York police who had only a little
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more than an hour to get ready for the
march. More than 2,500 fellow Ameri-
cans, including a good cross-section of
our citizenry, and including a consider-
able number of members of the clergy,
marched down Broadway and across 42d
Street to the Plaza of the United Nations,
where at 1 o'clock in the morning a
second rally was held, and many hun-
dreds joined the more than 2,500 who
had started from Madison Square Gar-
den.

Last Saturday night, speaking at
Santa Monica, Calif,, in the Civic Audi-
torium, without an empty seat, as speak-
er after speaker, including the senior
Senator from Oregon, made a plea for
the use of the procedures of the United
Nations, that audience left no room for
doubt of its disapproval of the failure
of our Government to.resort to the rule
of law instead of practicing the jungle
law of the military mind in the jungles
of Vietnam.

There is no language of the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. FULERIGHT], or the
Secretary of State, or the Secretary of
Defense, or the Bundys, or the Taylors,
or the Lodges, or the President himself,
that can change the obligation of this
country to stop making war and to start
calling upon other countries of the world
to join In keeping the peace. So I dis-
sociate myself from any suggestion of
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. FuL-
BrIGHT] that we ought to continue to
bomb; that we ought to continue to kill;
that we ought to continue military opera-
tions until after the monsoon season.
I am convinced that if we follow that
course of action, which can best be de-
scribed as barbarism, we shall be further
from the peace table at the end of the
monsoon season than we are now.

Increasing numbers of American sol-
diers will be dead before the end of the
monsoon season. But not only Ameriean
soldiers; other human beings, as well,
whose skin color is yellow. But they, too,
are the children of God.

“UPWARD BOUND"—THE WAR ON
TALENT WASTE

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I had
the privilege this noon to participate in
a conference at the Office of Economic
Opportunity, when a really great Amer-
ican and, I think, remarkable statesman,
the head of the Office of Economic Op-
portunity, Mr. Sargent Shriver, made
what I eonsider to be not only an inspira-
tional but a significant announcement
in connection with the educational prob-
Jlem that confronts us as a part of the ed-
ucational crisis. Mr. Shriver announced
the beginning of the program upward
bound. I ask unanimous consent to have
printed at this point in the Recorp the
entire press release that Mr. Shriver pre-
sented to the group of educators who
came from all over the country, including
college presidents, deans, and adminis-
trators, and members of the pregs, as
well.

There being no objection, the press
release was ordered to be printed in the
R.ECORD, as follows:
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SHRIVER OPENS WAR ON TALENT WASTE

A new national campalgn to halt America’s
greatest waste was opened today by Bargent
Shriver, Director of the Nsatlon’s war on
poverty.

“America’s greatest waste,” according to
Shriver, “is the loss of skill and exceptional
minds of those young people who are capable
of going to college, but cannot do so hecause
of the psychological, social and physical con-
ditions of poverty.”

Seventeen colleges have jolned in a giant
talent hunt this summer to discover young-
sters in this category and get them upward
pound. The Office of Economic Opportunity
has made initial grants to these colleges of
$2.2 million.

shriver's Office of Economic Opportunity,
supported by leading educators, and the US.
Office of Education will attack on a wide
front the problems that bar hundreds of
thousands of potentially talented young
Americans from meking use of exceptional
minds and skills,

“Among the estimated 300,000 potentially
capable young people who are being need-
lessly tossed on the scrap heap of unemploy-
able surplus labor each year, there are surely
great doctors, great scientists, great leaders
whose talents may never see the light of
day,” 8hriver said.

“Through the combined effort of the Fed-
eral Government and dedicated educators we
intend to .see that they get this chance.
This is the most that the people of this
Nation can do for themselves, and the least
they can do for the deprived youth of
America.” N

Named upward bound, the new program:
Will seek out the potentially talented youth
from among the underachievers, those whose
poverty background lacks motivation for
academic study, and those who suffer from
the cultural bias of tests and educational
materials that are directed toward middle
class students; develop new testing methods,
and new teaching materials to awaken the
desire to learn in disadvantaged youngsters;
put the disadvantaged youth in contact with
people who really care; develop transitional
programs and other supplemental services in
both high schools and private schools and
universities to help intelligent disadvantaged
youngsters who are not producing at or near
their maximum potential,

The 1965 summer program announced by
Shriver is expected to increase knowledge
about the relationship between upward
bound and the youngsters, and to furnish
guidelines in the areas of selection, appro-
priate curricular material, staffing and eval-
uation.

A special committee of leading educators,
headed by Dr. Arthur Fleming, former Sec-
retary of Health, BEducation, and Welfare and
president of the University of Oregon, will
assist in organizing the broad, long-range
program. Members of the committee will be
announced at a later date.

“We plan to explore all the problems, test
all the possibilities,” Shriver sald. *“And we
will do this with all the speed and energy
that a program vital to the national interest
deserves.”

The pilot upward bound programs an-
nounced today include:

Educational Service Inc.: A leading educa-~
tional research and development organiza-
tion, ESI hopes to develop new learning ma-
terials for the disadvantaged and train teach-
erg in their use. Centers in the program are
located at Fisk University, Dillard University,
Howard University, Texas Southern Univer-
iity, ‘Webster College, and Morehouse Col-
ege.

Unliversity of Oregon: Some 75 students,

.none of whom now meet university admis-

sion standards, will be enrolled in a special
8-week summer program. Those success-
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fully completing the course will be enrolled
in the university as special students.

Columbia University: Columbia College
students will actively participate in the
teaching of 160 ninth graders to measure
what can be done for students with special
attention from a teacher. Achievement
levels of the 160 youngsters will be compared
with youths who did not participate in the
project.

Western Washington 8State College: 50
high school juniors will be enrolled in an
intensive summer course, then make periodic
return visits to the campus throughout their
senlor year. New methods and educational
materials will be tested, and the achievement
of the B0 students will be compared to 50
students who did mnot participate In the
project.

Ripon College: A program involving 30
students, an 8-week summer course will em-
phasize special assistance to youngsters of
Indian descent. Selection will be made on
the basic of recommendations of principals,
teachers, counsgelors, and social workers.

New Mexico Highlands: High school seniors
who have already been accepted for college,
but whose academic records indicate that,
without extra help, they will become drop-
outs, will be enrolled in an 8-week course.

Tuskegee Institute: Although this is not
specifically an upward bound program, some
of its goals are much the same as the related
projects. Some 600 college students involved
in the work-study program will provide spe-
cial tutorial assistance to 9,900 low-income
high school students in 11 counties of
Alabama.

Independent schools talent search (previ-
ously funded): The OEO is supporting 45
o9th grade boys who will attend Dartmouth
College and 35 9th grade girls who will at-
tend Mount Holyoke College. Under this
program those students who successfully
complete the intensive academic curriculum
in math and English at these colleges will be
admitted with a full scholarship to 1 of the
70 private preparatory schools which help to
make up the independent schools, The suc-
cess of these 100 students in these schools
will be reported to OEO during the academic
year. What OEO will attempt to demon-
strate is that schools can and should include
in their enrollment culturally disadvantaged
students, who according to the usually pre-
scribed tests are considered average or below
average.

The concepts incorporated in wupward
bound programs that will be started this
summer were tested successfully in the sum-
mer of 1964 when some of the Nation’s fore-
most colleges and universitles, some with
special help from the Carnegie Foundation,
independently started special motivational
programs to bring higher education to dis-
advantaged youth.

Such institutions as Yale, Dartmouth,
Princeton, Brandeis, Reed, Swarthmore,
Oberlin, Carnegie Tech, and the Unlversity
of California (Berkeley) reported that re.
sults exceeded original expectations,

Dartmouth and the wurban school in
Boston, conducting extensive tests, reported
that disadvantaged students who went
through their summer programs showed im-
pressive gains in reading, achievement, and
1@ scores.

Students tested before and after the sum-
mer program showed a 100-percent gain in
reading comprehension, with galns ranging
from 20 to 168 words per minute.

The summer programs funded by the OECO
today are expected to serve as the spring-
board to year-round programs that are neces-
sary to prepare low-income youngsters for
the competitive busitiess of college admis-
sion. For maximum effect, they would be
integrated with other war-on-poverty efforts,
including some 600 community action pro-
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Mr. JACKSON. It was orlgina,lly con-
 templated, I believe, in figuring & differ-
ent total, which would have been larger,
that the interest_would be included in
the limit on the authorization, How-
ever, upon checking, we discovered that
this was not necessary, and that the
interest would be paid. However, it is
not necessary to include that 1n the

ceiling.
© Mr. ALLOTT, I thank the Senator.

I wish t0 say a word about my amend-
ment and its purpose. For several years
the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs has followed a uniform policy of
not making open end authorizations—a
poll\ y which I favor. N

It seems to me that we should not
in any instance, make open end author-
izations. ~The distinguished chairman
of the committee has agreed in this in-
stance that the authorization be closed
at a specific amount. This is the sfock
language which we have included in
other similar reclamation bills from the
Committee on Interior and Insular

Affairs, That is the reason for the
amendment.
Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Predident, the

Senator from Colorado is correct. The
language of his amendment is in con-
formity with the precedents established
. by the Committee on Interior and In-
sular Affajrs.

1 hiave no objection fto the amend-
ment, It should be agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question 1s on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from
Colorado.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MAGNUSON Mr. President, the
measure pending, 8. 1761, to authorize
the construction of a thlrd powerhouse
ab Grand Coulee Dam is of vital impor-
tance to Washington, the Pacific North-
west, and the Western United States for
that matter.

Who can tell now what home in what

part of the West will be lizhted, or what

boy now in elementary or high school in
Washington, Oregon, or Idaho will have
& Job 10 years from now simply because
we have taken this step in providing the
power for gr owth.
Industry soaks up electrical energy
much, as arid land soaks up water. In

Washington, I am proud to say, wé can

do both. The drop of water which turns
the turbine then can do double duty by
helping to produce crops in the Colum-
bia Basin reclamation project.

The experts have testified as to the
Importance and the value of undertak-
ing this project now. Testimony taken
by Senate Commitee on Interior and In-
sular Affairs is full of facts.

" We know the cost-to-benefit ratio of
this third powerhouse at Grand Coulee
is better than 3 to 1.

»We. know that the 12 gengrators

planned for installation will provide 3.6
‘million kilowatts of installed capacity.

Add this to the_ 2 million kilowatts of .

installed capamty in the two exxstmg
powerhouses and ‘Grand Coulee’s pro-
,ductlon will be about 5.6 million kilo-

This, once again, will make

wat
“Grand Caulee the world’s largest power
) ‘thxrd reading of the bill.

producer.

e
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We know that our governmenta.l offi-
“clals, of both political parties, endorse
this project.

As our Presldent pointed out In his
letter of endorsement;

The United States must construct addi-
tlonal power-generating facllitles at its
existing system of dams to take full advan-
tage of this potential.

He referred, of course, to the Columbia
River Treaty signed last year with
Canada, and which Canada has already
moved to implement through construc-
tion of huge dams to store water on its
side of the border. As President Johnson
pointed out, these reservoirs will provide
15.5 million acre-feet of water storage
in Canada.

I am also mindful of another state-
ment which President Johnson made in
transmitting his letter of endorsement to
Seriate Committee on Interior and In-
sular Affairs, headed by my colleague,
Senator HENrRY M. JacKSON, and I quote:

The rapidly growing demands for electric
‘power in the Pacific Northwest will readily
absorb the power produced by the proposed
powerplant. However, some of the peaking
power and secondary [not regularly avail-
able] power that is surplus to the needs of
the Northwest in the early years of the
project can be marketed in the Pacific South-
west over the intertie.

These facts and statements are com-
pelling. They tell us once again how
we can build further, draw greater
dividends, and build greater promise,
through the investment which we made
50 wisely and well in constructing Grand
Coulee Dam initially.

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD an excerpt from the report
(No. 314), explaining the purposes of the
bill.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

Senators JAcKsoN and MaGNUsON, of Wash-
ington, is to meet thé growing power needs
of, the Northwest, to provide additional peak-
ing power for the Southwest, and to enable
the United States to take full advantage of
the additional water storage that will be
“avallable as a result of the new Canadian
Treaty proclaimed last September.

The bill would accomplish these purposes
by authorizing construction of a third power-
-plant at Grand Coulee Dam on the Columbia
River in the State of Washington. This
plant would add 3.6 million kilowatts of gen-
erating capacity to the 2 million kilowatts of
the two eXIStlng plants, maklng it the largest
singlé hydroélectric ~development in the
world. The measure does not authorize nor
contemplate any change in the height of the
Grand Coulee Dam itself, and will have no
adverse effects. upon fish or irrigation.

The entire cost of the measure, estimated
at $364,310,000 will be repaid in full in 50
years, with interest, and revenues_will exceed

by nearly a million a year the annual amounts

cof such repayment ,,,,

The benefit-cost- ratio is the exceedlngly
. favorable one of 3.24 to 1,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is open to further amendment. If there
be no further amendment to be offered,
the question is on the engrossment and

Purpose of 5. 1761, which is sponsored by
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The blll was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

8. 1761
An act to authorize the Secretary of the

Interlor to construct, operate, and main-

tain a third powerplant at the Grand

Coulee Dam, Columbia Basin project,

Washington, and for other purposes

Be it enacted by the Senaie and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That (a) -
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au-
thorized to construct, operate, and maintain
a third powerplant with a rated capacity of
approximately three million six hundred
thousand kilowafts, and necessary appurte-
nant works, including a visitor center, at
Grand Coulee Dam as an addition to and
an integral part of the Columbia Basin Fed-
eral Reclamation project.

(b) Construction of the third powerplant
may be undertaken in such stages as in the
determination of the Secretary will effectuate
the fullest, most beneficial, and most eco-
nomic utilization of the waters of the Co-
lumbia River.

Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be
appropriated for construction of the third
powerplant and necessary appurtenant works
including a visltor center at Grand Coulee
Dam, the sum of $364,310,000, based on esti-
mated costs as of April 1964, plus or minus
such amounts, if any, as may be justified by
reason of ordinary fluctuations in construc-
tHon costs as indicated by engineering cost
indexes applicable to the types of construc-
tion involved herein.

Passed the Senate June 16, 1965.

Attest: -

Secretary.

Mr, JACKSON. Mr. President, I move
that the vote by which the bill was
passed be reconsidered.

Mr. ALLOTT. Mr. President, I move
to lay that motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was

agre;g Etlo. ﬁ @2 M

THE SITUATION IN VIETNAM

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may be per-
mitted to proceed for not in excess of
10 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-

~out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I join a
number of Senators who have spoken in
commendation of the important speech
made on the floor of the Senate yester-
day with regard to Vietnam by the chair-
man of the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
FULBRIGHT].

In my opinion, he has laid down a

_sensible Vietnam policy for our Govern-

ment for the next several months—a
policy with which I am in complete ac-
cord. The Senator from Arkansas has
steered his course between two extremes,
adopting neither the one advocated by
certain Senators who think that we
should get out of Vietnam uncondition-
ally, nor the other urged by Senators
who believe that we are fighting a holy
war- against godless communism which
must be won without regard to the num-
ber df American boys who would be
killed in the process.

In my opinion, the truth lies about

‘half way between those two extremes.

In support of the speech made by the

Senator from A kansasi I ask unammous
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consent that there may be printed at
this point in the REcorp an interesting
column by James Reston which was pub-
lished in this morning’s Washington
Post, entitled “Washington: The Politics
of Vietnam.”

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

WaSHINGTON : THE POLITICS OF VIETNAM

(By James Reston)

WASHINGTON, June 15.—A sharp domestic
political issue Is now developing over the
Nation’s military strategy in Vietnam.

On one side, some Republican leaders are
reverting to the Goldwater objective of total
victory over the Communists, with main re-
Hance on aerial bombardment of targets In
the areas of Hanoi and Haiphong.

On the other, the administration is hoping
to bring about a negotiated settlement by
limited bombardment south of Hanol and
Haiphong and a limited holding action on
the ground through the summer and
autumn.

All the Republican leaders are not urging
& more vigorous bombing campaign. The
minority leader in the Senate, EveErerr MC-
KiINLEY DIRKSEN, is backing the President’s
strategy of limited pressure, but Representa-
tive MeLviN R. Lairp, of Wisconsin, chairman
of the Republican conference in the House
of Representatives, has flpured out how to
embarrass the President no matter what
happens.

LAIRD'S STRATEGY

In & formal statement, he has criticized the
administration for seeking a negotiated set-
tlement, for falllng to aim at total victory
in Vietnam, and for using large numbers of
Amerlean troops for limited ends rather than
using the bombers against military targets
around Haiphong.

“If cur objective is a negotiated settle-
ment,” Representative Lamn says, “it is time
$0 use other means than the needless sacri-
fice of American lives to attaln that ob-
Jective. Once American troops are com-
mitted in any situation, & top priority ob-
Jective must be to take those steps necessary
‘to protect American lives and minimize the
number of casualties.

“One such step, already long overdue, in
to retarget our bombing raids on more sig-
nificant targets in North Vietnam.”

Representative LAIRD does not explain how
we are going to achieve his dual objectives
of limiting American casualties and *“driving
the Communists out of South Vietnam,” but
since there is a lot of support for this policy
at the Pentagon, and he is addressing a clever
political argument to a very political Presi-
dent, his case is worth analysis,

It is based on the assumption that the
only trouble with our bombing campaign is
that there has not been enough of it, that
it will “protect American lives” If only we
‘bomb the populous supply areas in the North
within the range of the North Vietnamese
fighting alrcraft.

President Johnson 1s staying away from
these precisely because he believes ratding
Haiphong and Hanol will kill a lot of civil-
fans, produce a major invasion of the South
by North Vietnamese forces, and thus tip
the power balance against the Americans as
well as the South Vietnamese.

FULBRIGHT'S COMPROMISE

Senator J. WiLrtam FULBrRIGHT, chalrman
of the Forelgn Relations Committee, who
has recently been talking privately with
President Johnson, stated the case against
the Laird strategy as follows:

“I am opposed to further escalation of
the war, because the bombing thus far of
North Vietnam has failed to weaken the
military capacity of the Vietcong in any
visible way; because escalation would invite

the interventlon, or infiitration, oh a large
scale of great numbers of North Vietnamese
troops; because this in turn would probahly
draw the United States into a bloody and
protracted jungle war In which the strategic
advantages would be with the other side;
and finally,
alternative to such a land war would then be
the further expansion of the air war to such
an extent as to invite massive Chinese mill.
tary intervention in many vulnerable areas
of southeast Asia or general nuclear war.”

Senator FuLeriGHT believes that our policy
has been and should remain “one of deter-
mination to end the war at the earliest pos-
sible time by a negotiated settlement in-
volving major concessions by both sides.”
He concedes that the war will get more sav-
age this summer and that pressures to ex-
pand the war will lncrease as American
casualties rise. But he feels it would be
better to take limited losses rather than risk
an unlimited war.

Here, then, is the issue now being argued
out within the adminlstration and increas-
ingly outside as a partisan political question,
Lamp thinks more bombing will protect
American lives, PursricrT thinks it will do
precisely the opposite. Lamp's objective is
victory over the Communists and fewer
American troops; FULBRIGHT'S is a negofi-
ated settlement through an American-sup-
ported stalemate.

Either way it is a political headache for
the President. If he doesn’t get a negotiated
settlement he will be stuck with an unpopu-
lar war, and if he does he will be accused of
appeasement. No wonder there is a look of
settled melancholy on his face.

Mr, CLARK. Mr. President, there is
one aspect of the speech made by the
Senator from Arkansas which I should
like to dwell on in a little greater de-
tail. The Senator referred to the im-
portance of recognizing the nationalism
of the underdeveloped countries of the
world as an important factor in the world
international political scene. This, of
course, is true. However, I should like
to emphasize the prime and continuing
need for more internationalism in con-
nection with our foreign policy, and, in-
deed, the conduct of affairs all over the
world.

I weleome the passage by the Senate
this morning of the concurrent resolu-
tlon introduced by the Senator from Ida-
ho EMr. CrurcHal, which I am happy to
note was cosponsored by the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. FurericHT], the
Senator from Iowa [Mr, HICKENLOOPER],
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. AIKEN],
and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
Cooprer] as well as by myself. The con-
current resolution was agreed to with-
out a dissenting vote.

This resolution gives effective support
to the United Nations which is about to
celebrate its 20th anniversary in special
ceremonies In San Francisco toward the
end of this month.

I deplore the attacks which are in-
creasingly being made on the United Na-
tions and on the efforts of those of us
who seek to bolster the United Nations
in order to make it a more effective force
for the maintenance of peace and the
achievement of that general and com-
plete disarmament which was made the
policy of the United States of America by
former President John Fitzgerald Ken-
nedy in his serles of brilliant addresses
in1961, 1962, and 1963.

It has been my pleasure to be the
prinecipal sponsor, along with 25 oth-

because the only avallable |

iy
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er Senators, of Senate Concurrent Res-
olution 32, which would move the Ken-
nedy policy of general and compete dis-
armament even further ahead. There
were interesting hearings on this meas-
ure In the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions on the 10th and I1th of May of
this year. These hearings are now
printed. I invite the attention of those
interested in peace and disarmament to
the contents of those hearings.

In order to indicate what the extreme
rightwing thinks of these efforts to ad-
vance the cause of peace and disarma-
ment, I ask unanimous consent that a
scurrilous letter, entitled “Liberty Let-
ter,” dated June 1965, apparently com-
ing from one of the two groups which
opposed Senate Concurrent Resolution
32 at the hearings, be printed at this
point in the Recorp as a part of my
remarks.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the REec-
orD, as follows:

DisARM ProrrFRs UNVEIL GRAND DESIGN FOR
APPEASEMENT-—LEFTISTS MaY HAVE OvVER-
REACHED THEMSELVES WITH WILD SCHEME

Almost unnoticed by many patriots, Sena-
tor Jor Crark, leftwing extremist, from
Pennsylvania, quietly introduced on April 8,
Senate Concurrent Resolution 382, titled
“Planning for Peace.)’ Twenty-five liberal
Senators cosponsored it. The same resolu-
tion has been introduced in the House.

The high-sounding resolution calls on the
President to “formulate as speedily as pos-
sible” plans to set up an international au-
thority “to keep the peace under conditions
of general and complete disarmament.”
These plans are to include:

An international disarmament organiza-
tion.

A permanent world peace force.

World courts with power to “settle” inter-
national disputes.

Financial arrangements to support peace-
keeping machinery.

‘While the “gravediggers” are putting forth
their grand design for final appeasement of
the Communist conspiracy, American boys
are at war in the Dominican Republic and
Vietnam. Is this a coincidence? Or can it be
part of an overall plan to frighten the voters
with threats of an atomic war and then offer
them a “grand design” for peace—and
surrender?

Other parts of the grand design seem to
be the sudden campaign to repeal the Con<
nally reservation which protects Americans
from the reach of the World Court, the ini-
quitous consular treaty (scheduled for hear-~
ings in the Senate Foreign Relations Com-~
mittee soon), renewed promotion of the
Genocide Treaty and the proposed firearms
registration law. Given this package of tools,
the appeasers will dismantle the personal
security of Americans and crumble the walls
of natlonal security.

Already, the Foreign Relatlons Committee
has held hearings on Senate Concurrent Res-
olution 32. With the chairman out of the
country, Senator CrLarE hurriedly notified
more than 20 leftist and pacifist groups to
testify In favor of his own bill. He practi-
cally held the hearings alone: during 2 days
only one Republican and two Democrats
dropped in briefly. As for witnesses, only
liberty lobby and Americans for National
Becurity testified against the resolution.

The House Foreign Affairs Committee has
still to hold hearings. It is esential that
patriots write now to their Congressman
and Senators vocally protesting this plan-
ning-for-peace resolution. The Communists
boast that they can get 50,000 fellow travel-
ers and liberals to write to Congress on any
issue. The Communists are deeply interested
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in disarmament. Can Conservatives get
100,000 letters and wires to the House For-
elgn Affairs Committee (Dr. THoMAs MORGAN,
chairman) immediately? -
. Send coples of your letters to your Con-
gressman and Senators. Write now to Sen-
ator J. WiLLIAM FULBRIGHT, chairman of the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee and Dr.
THOMAS MORGAN, chairman of the House
Foreign Affairs Committee. Send a wire to
Dr. Morean if you can; there is a special,
‘low rate for wires to Congress. Enlist your
clubs and friends in this campaign of pro-
test. ’
Remember: Your influence counts; use it.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, rarely
have I seen so utterly illogical and badly
phrased a docurnient as this letter, en-
tifled “Disarm Plotters; Unveil Grand
Design for Appeasment.” ’

A well-known rightwing columnist,
John Chamberlain, has written with
more restraint on the subject.’ Never-
“theless, I consider it a damaging and
unjustified attack on the United Nations.

His column appeared in the Washington .

Post for Tuesday, June 15, under the
heading “The U.N. at 20.” I ask unani-
mous. consent that the article be printed
at this point in the Recorp as a part of
my remarks. .

There being. no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows: ‘
© 7 These Davs—THE UN, aT 20

(By John Chamberlaln)

_ June 26 is the 20th anniversary of the
founding of the United Nations. The anni-
versary da{ domes at a tlme when the T.N.
has never been more powerless to affect the
behavior of nations. =

.The UN, General Assembly met this year
without ‘ever daring to put anything to a
vote, lest Soviet Russla, which has refused
to pay its share of the bill for past peace-
keeping operations, should be forced by the
regulations either to pay up or be deprived
of participation in Assémbly declsions.

What this means is that the U.N. has no
way of forcing its members to obey its own
internal rules. How, then, can it make its
writ effective in the world at large?

The angwer is that U.N. peacekeeping has
always been at the mercy of chance. The
one’ important U.N. action, which was taken
in Korea ih 1950 after a Communist army
had invaded South Korea from the north,
came at a time when the Soviet Union had
absented Itself from the Security Council
-and so failed to use its veto.

‘The U.N. has had g couple of successes in
preventing conflagrations in the Middle East,

cand it achleved a most dubious victory in
~the Congo by driving Moise Tshombe out of
his home Province of Katanga. But this
just about completes the record of the U.N.’s
peacekeeping accomplishments. ’

Meanwhile, terrible things have happened
while the representatives of 100-odd nations
talked and talked and talked in the glass
house hard by the waters of Manhattan’s
Bast River.  Khrushchev’s tanks rumbled
into Hungary in 1956 and the U.N. did noth-
ing. When Nehru, supposedly one of the
U.N.’s true believers, sent Indian troops into
Portuguese Goa, there wasn’t a peep out of
-the glass house. The Soviets moved their
. 1issiles intg’ Ciba, and it took the éyeball-
to-eyeball action of President Kennedy to do
anything about that. o

It was suggested at the time that the UN.
provide inspection inside Cuba to see that
‘the missile sites had really been dismantled,
but we are still waifing for that’to happen,
And now, a§ the tempo of warfare rises in
- Vigtnam, and the OAS takes the play away
from the U,N. in the Dominican Republic,
“the UN.'s U Thant wrings his hands and be-
moans his lack of power to do anything.
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When the speechmakers converge on Ban
Francisco s few days from now to celebrate
the U.N.s 20th anniversary,.they will no
doubt pay plous tribute to the world organi-
zation as “the last best hope.” And, in so
doing, they will be helping to perpetuate an
illusion that has ruined the teaching of polit-
jcal science in the United States.

Tor a generation now American students
in high school and college have been led to
believe that the peace of the world can be
kept by machinery, or by gimmicks, not by
the will of statesmen to deploy power to the
enids of making war unprofitable. Our peo-
ple have had their eyes diverted from reali-
ties, and, like all dreamwalkers, they have
not been able to act responsibly when con-
fronted with crises.

This does not mean that the UN. is use-
less. The business of making your diplo~
macy stick, and of balancing the power, Is a
matter of convincing others, and the UN.
ofters a forum that can be just as useful
a8 the old meetings of plenipotentiaries. But
the point is that the U.N. is merely a place
for a meeting of the powers, not & power in
itself.

The great disservice that all the profes-
sional “friends of the U.N.” have done is to
confuse the categories. The schoolchildren
whom they herd through the gates of the
U.N. to tell them about “world government”
grow up with mush in place of brains.

A lot of things will be said at San Fran-
cisco on June 26. But will anyone have the
courage to come up with one honest speech?

- .Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chamberlain states
as his opinion, with which I find myself
in complete disagreemént, that when
the speechmakers converge on San
Francisco a few days from now to cele-
brate the U.N.s 20th anniversary, they
will foolishly be paying tribute to the
world organization as “the last best
hope for peace.”

He refers in a rather sneering way to
the efforts of various peace organiza-
tions to explain to the children of Amer-
ica the need to turn toward some kind of
internationalism if we are to avoid
world destruction in a nuclear holo-
caust. He says that these advocates of
internationalism, these “professional
friends of the U.N.,” as he calls them,
have done a great disservice to the peo-
ple of the United States. I do not be-
lieve that many persons, except those of
Mr. Chamberlain’s readers, who believe
that the effort to create effective inter-
national institutions is an outmoded

way to seek peace, feel that way, but I

state on the floor of the Senate my pro-
found disagreement with his view.
The principal aim of our foreign pol-

‘icy must be to support limited interna-

tionalism in the field of world peace and
disarmament. There is no better way
to insure the success of this policy than
by seeking to bring about a detente with
Boviet Russia. o -

I ask unanimous consent that an ar-
ticle, entitled “Foreign Affairs: A Third
Revolution in Russia?” by C. L. Sulz-
berger, be printed at this point in my
remarks.

There being no objection, the article

_was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows: :

FOREIGN AFFAIRS: A THIRD REVOLUTION IN

Russ1a?
(By C. L. Sulzberger)
_Parrs.—The Soviet Union is “on the thresh-
old of grandiose changes,” on the verge of
a “third revolution” which will ultimately
lead in the direction of intellectual freedom
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and political democracy. This is the remark-
able c¢onclusion of Mihajlo Mihajlov, the
young Yugoslav professor who was recently
sentenced to 9 months imprisonment for
slandering Russia in two articles for a Bel-
grade literary magazine.

The first, published in the monthly Delo,
created a stir in January.

The issue of Delo containing the second
article was banned after publication and
Mihajlov was subsequently tried and con-
victed. His third article was never printed
in Yugoslavia, but hps now reached Ameri-
can and European editors.

YUGOSLAV EMBARRASSMENT

Mihajlov's forthright comments are doubly -
embarrassing to Yugoslavia. In the first
place the young professor has made observa-
tions concerning the Soviet soclal structure
that are sometimes also applicable to Yugo-
slavia. In the second place, as Tito edges
toward closer relations with Moscow, he
wants no Yugoslav critiques to upset the
process.

Tite was already embarrassed by his former
lieutenant, Milovan Djilas, now in prison for
his efforts to sponsor political reforms, his
attacks on the “new class” of Yugoslav bu-
reaucrats and his published recollections of
conversations with Stalin. Djilas was a
powerful figure, but Mihajlov is only a hith-
erto unknown intellectual. Yet his force-
ful comments after a Soviet visit have made
another cause celebre.

MIHAJLOV'S ANALYSIS

The burden of Mihajlov’s analysis is that
a “third revolution” is brewing in Russia
which is based on intellectual, democratic
and Western trends. These in turn, he feels
are not only indigenous—dating from 19th
century arguments between “Slavophiles™
and “Westernizers—but are being hastened
along by Moscow’s sharpening quarrel with
Pelping.

Mihajlov recalls that past Ruslan philos-
ophers had anticipated an inevitable conflict
with China. Now he sees as a logical possi-
bility that contemporary Soviet leaders
might find it convenient to summon the
arguments of such “authentic Russian
thinkers” against China much as Stalin re-
vived interest in patriotic saints during the
war with Hitler.

His prediction is reinforced by the con-
tention that “at this moment the Soviet
Union is leaving Asia and is joining Europe”
and that “the threat from the Asiatic peoples
will no doubt speed up the creation of a new
ideology.” Mihajlov’s theory is that such an

“4deology” will be brought about by intel-

lectual forces of the new Soviet generation
much as technlcians previously had staged
a managerial revolution and seized power
from the political Communists who made
and inherited the original Bolshevik state.

On the basis of his own experience during
a long vislt to the U.8.8.R. last summer, the
percipient Yugoslav suggests that young
Soviet thinkers are already ripe for such
development, With remarkable assurance he
ingists: The Soviet Union is on the thresh-
old of grandiose changes.

It is perfectly apparent why Delo never
published these observations which are

“among thé most startling heard inside the

Ccommunist orbit for two generations, Delo
was already in sufficient hot water by having
ventured to print the initial installments of
Mihajlov's commentary. And it is clear that
the forecast of a Soviet political upheaval in
the name of freedom could be almost as
embarrassing to Communist Yugoslavia as

to Communist Russia.

But Mihajlov’s audacity symbolizes a novel
and vital tendency that now can be observed
throughout Eastern Europe as well as in-
side the U.S.S.R. itself. This is the Increas-
ing intellectual ferment and the questioning
by the postwar generation about its role
in society and its aim in life itself. In vary-
ing degrees In various Communist lands such
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profound s¢lf-interrogation 1z being ‘ex-
pressed by young poets, paintérs, hisforians,
and philosophers.

QUEST FOR LISERTY

Apparently it has proved i.mpossible to
silence this as might once have been done
with Stalinist methods, That segment of
the Communist world stemming from the
European mainstream is reviving the eternal
quest for liberty that has featured this Con-
tinent’s intellectual history.

It is dificult to judge the accuracy of this
analysis but the same conclusion c¢an be
drawn from the Mihsajlov case that could be
drawn earlier from that of Djllas. This is
simply that freedom of the mind cannot
berationed. Once an energetic people beglns
to ask questions, the process becomes both
endless and endlessly embarrassing to any
regime seeking to halt it.

Mr. CLARK. Mr, President, I am
happy to say that as a result of the dis-
armament debate in the United Nations,
which has been going on for several
weeks, a decision has been made to go
back to Geneva and to reconvene the
17-nation conference on arms control
and disarmement. In this connection, I
a8k unanimous consent to have an edi-
torial, entitled “Progress on Arms Con-
trol,” printed in the Recorp at this point.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

.~ Proarrss oN ApMS CONTROL

The 7-week session of the 114-nation Dis-
armament Commission draws to a closg on' an
unexpectedly positive note. Despite absten-
tion by Moscow and the Communist bloc, the
nonalined natlons obtalned an 83-to-1 ma-
Jority for early resumption of the 17-nation
Geneva conference, where there could be
serioud work toward arms control and East-
West détente. Yet 1t was precisely to avoid
such a Ceneva meeting—and, on the con-
trery, to make a public demonstration of
hostillty to the United States over Vietnam—
that Moscow had engineered the convening
of thé .114-nation Commission,

The Boviet Union not only failed to dis-
courage world iriterest in a return to Geneva,
but it found little enthusiasm among the
new natlons for its efforts to turn a dis-
armanient forum into a propaganda vehicle
on Vietnam. Complaints were voiced even
by African delegates normally sympsthetic
to the Soviet view, and Russian speeches in
the latter stages were toned down.

The debate at the United Nations-was per-
haps most valuable in showing the urgenc
of action to prevent proliferation of nation
nuclear forces. Countries that now face a
decision on whether to become nuclear
powers, such as India, Japan, Sweden, and
Egypt, disclosed Increasing resistance to a
blanket pledge not to acquire or develop
nuclear weapons unless the present nuclear
powers reduce their atomic arsenals or givé
guarantees against nuclear attack.

The debate indicated that the nonalined
nations agree with the United States that
priority should be given to measures to halt
the spread of nuclear weapons and to extend
the atimosphere test ban to underground
nuclear explosions. Their opposition to tests
of all kinds puts them on record against
Chins’s nuclear program. Yet it was also
clear that an overwhelming majority wants
Petping brought into future disarmament
talks. Last week’s 89-t0-0 vote for a world
disarmament conference including Commu-
nist China showed the United States largely
isolated on this issue.

The debate provided the new nations with
a valuable education in the complex is-
sues of disarmament. They demonstrated
throughout that they take the matter seri-
ously and want actlon. Unfortunately, none

of this means that Russia will now reverse
position and agree o an early resumption
at ‘Geneva, The Kremlin, for the moment,
seems more interested In disproving Chinése
chafges that it Tacks nitlitancy.

In the end, however, Moscow will have to
take into account the view of these new na-
tions, Competitlon in militancy with
Peiping may pay some dividends within the
Communist bloe. But the meetings of the
Disarmament Commission have shown that
infiluence In the nonalined world—and, per-
haps, even at the Afro-Asian Conference in

Alglers this month—demands a commitment

to peace.

Mr. CLARK. When the 17-nation
Conference gets back to work in Geneva
one of the most important things it will
take up will be the question of an agree-
ment to prevent further proliferation of
nuclear . grmaments. Our Government
should be giving greater attention to the
need to prevent the spread of nuclear
weapons, and less attention to determ-
ining how close to the nuclear trigger
we can let West Germany get. We
should also pay more attention to the
effect of the vicious practice of promot-
ing sales of armament around the world,
in which the United States is taking a
leading part. In that connection, I ask
unanimous consent that a news article
from the New York Times of May 24,
1965, entitled “Unjted States Leads
World in Sales of Arms; Allies Irritated—
Trade Is §1.5 Billion a Year—Big Pro-
motion Effort Resented in Europe,” be
printed in the Recorp at this point.

There being no cobjection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorb,
as follows:

UNITED STATES LEADS WORLD IN SALES OF ARMS;
ArLIEs IRRITATED—TRADE IS $1.5 BILLION A
Yrar—Bi1g ProMorION EFFORT RESENTED IN
EUROPE

{By Jack Raymond)

WASHINGTON, May 23.—With sales amount-
ing to $1.5 billlon a year, the United States
has become the biggest arms merchant in the
world.

It is in competition not only with the
Soviet Union for strategic reasons, but also
with 3Britain and France for economic
reasons.

To promote its arms sales, the United
States maintains a special program In
‘Western Eurcpe at a cost of about $500,000
a year.

‘This aective drive to sell arms in Europe,
including credit guaranteed by the Pentagon,
has caused considerable annoyance in Paris
and London, where some bitter mewspaper
articles have appeared lately.

For example, the military correspondent of
the Dally Telegraph, in London, Brig. W. F. K.
Thempson, accused the United States last
week of pressuring the West Germans to buy
American arms inferior to those produced in
Britain.

Referring to the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization’s arms-standardization effort, he
wrote:

“So far standardization has meant for
Americans the acceptance by others of Amer-
lean ideas and equipment.”

UNITED STATES SENSITIVE TO CHARGES

Government officials here are markedly
sensitive to being labeled “merchants ef
death,” the appellation used a half-century
ago agalpnst private internationel arms
dealers. These officials polnt out that al-
though it Is determined to Increase arms
sales, the United States denies itself 8500
million in such sales annually.

“We are not ruthless rug merchants, ready
to sell anything to anyone just to cover de-
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ficlencies In the balance of payments’ an
official said.

The eountries that have made fruitless
efforts to buy arms here are not identified by
officials, since the negotiations are invarlably
secret.

It is known, however, that the Republic of
South Africa has sought to buy arms in the
United States and has been turned down.
There was a potential arms sale of $100 mil-
lion to $150 milllon involved in that effort,
according to an expert estimate.

It is also known that although the United
States has made occasional sales in tho.

" Middle ‘East, countries in that region and

in Africa and Latin Ameries are regularly
turned down in attempting to buy arms.
In addition to refusing to sell military
equipment to these countries for diplomatic
and political reasons and thus upset delicate
power balances, the United States has taker.
local economlic factors into consideration.

SOME NATIONS ANGERED

Frequently the United States has refusec
to sell arms to a relatively undevelopec.
country in order not to contribute to a weak-
ening of its economy, and the leaders of the
requesting countries have as one source put
It—“gone away mad.”

What disturbs some U.S. officials -is thaf
attention has been called to this Govern-
ment’s arms-sales campaign but that eritics
have ignored the efforts made to control arms.
sales. The United States not only exercises
care in its own direct government-to-gov-
ernment sales of millitary equipment, but
also controls, through export licenses, sales
by private concerns.

If these controls were less strict, arms
sales might contribute more to lessening thai
part of the balance-of-payments deficit
which results from the stationing of Ameri-
can troops in Western Europe. There is now
a difference of $l1.1 billion in the amount
spent to keep the troops abroad and the
amount brought in from the sales of
‘weapons.

Although many high officlals here ove:
the years have recommended substantial re-
ductions in U.S. troops in Europe for no othe:
reagon than to cut the dollar costs, thc
burden has been carried by successlve
administrations.-

At the same time, especially under Secre-
tary of Pefense Robert S. McNamara, arme
merchandising—taking the place of past
arms grants in military-aid programs—has a
priority status at the Pentagon. _

Henry J. Kuss, Jr., Deputy Assistant Secre-
tary of Defense in charge of the arms-sales
effort, was awarded the Defense Secretary’s
Meritorious Civilian Service Medal last week
because of the success of the effort.

The citation, praising Mr. Kuss's ‘“energy
and zeal,” said:

“His imaginative leadership combined with
unparalleled ability as an international nego-
tiator has assisted in a unigue fashion t¢
develop the military export-sales program
and other significant logistic efforts.”

Recently Mr. Kuss said the defense indus-
tries in the United Btates could look to =
potentlal yearly market of $5.4 billion in
military exports by 1967.

By 1971, he added, the minimum military-
export market should amount to 10 billion
and the potential market to $15 billion a
year,

He emphasized that U.S. efforts to reduce
the balance-of-payments deficits were a
major faetor in the arms-sales program. In-
evitably this sales program has placed the

United States in a growing competition.

World expenditures on arms and muni-

tlons, aceording to a United Nations report,
totaled about $135 billion last year.

Eighty-
flve percent of the outlay wes accounted for

by seven countries—Canada, Communist

China, France, the Soviet Union, Britain, the
Uniteu States, and West Germany.
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- Estimates of sales of mmtary 'hardware are
olassified in most countries, although the
United States publishes its own. 'The Soviet
Union, for exalriplé 18 reporfed from time to
time to h&ve so‘ld arms to various countries,
but the estimated amounts are usually be-
lieved to be understated

Most estimates do not put Soviet arms
gales anywhere near the U.8. $1.6 billion a
year, chiefly because the biggest U.S. cus-

© tomers are big powers in Western Europe.

Total Sovlet military sales up to this year
are said to be slightly more than $3.5 billion,
Last year’s total is said to be $400 million.

The chlef U.S. market for the sales pro-
gram has been Western Europe, particularly
West ‘Germany. Here the United States has
provoked & bitter reaction from British and
- French competltors. -

Many Britons are particularly resentful be-
cause of the cancellations of some of their
‘pet missile and alrcraft programs—such as
“the Blue Streak and the TSR-2—in favor of
T.S. missiles and planes.

The Teply here to such ecriticism, and
amorng British Government officials responsi-
‘ble for arms fransactions with Washington,
is that the United States spends so much
more on research and development and arms
‘production than any other country that it
will inev{tably come up with comparative
-bargains.

" 'Prance hgs pushed Into the world arms
‘business, Including even the sale of antitank
missiles to the United States, French ex-
ports of military material were valued at
$412.7 million for the first § months of 1964,
compured with yearly averages of $85.8 mil2
lon from 1960 to 1960.
" Bweden also has undertaken a major, aTmHs-
sales program, but apparently is her own
'best customer, chiefly because of her devel-
opiment of a new fighter-bomber, the Viggen.
- A qaustic British comment directed at the
United Sfates was the report in the Daily
‘Telegraph by its aviation writer, Alr Com-
.mander E. M. Dgnaldson, that the Viggen
was better than the US, new F-111.

Mr. CLARK, Mr. President, the way
to peace is not to be found through

escalation of the war in Vietnam. It is

‘not to be found by imposing our will on
‘the Dominican Republic. The true path
‘to peace is to be found in a policy of
" .gteady effort to achieve progress in in-
ternational cooperation through the
United Nations toward the goals of peace
and disarmament
‘\
YOUTH AND THE FUTURE

‘Mr. LONG of Missouri, Mr. President,
recently the members of the graduating
class of 1965 at the University of Mis-
sour} at Columbia were privileged to hear
8 -fine address delivered by my distin-
guished colleague, Senator SYMINGTON.

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Sym-
mcron]. considered the prospects and
problems facing the American people in
a number of areas of our national life,
and from several points of view. The
‘result was an outstanding commence-
ment address. At the same ceremony,
Mr. Pre 1dent the university conferred
‘upon my colleague the "highest honor
_that our State university offers. The
Senator from Missouri [Mr. SyMmingToN]
recelved the honorary degree of doctor
of laws, in recognition of his excellent
“public service to Missouri and to our
'Nation

‘8o that the remarks of the Senator

from mssourj, IMr, SYMINGTON] may
.be morg widely read and enjoyed

NO. 10913

a.sk unanimous consent that his com-
mencement. address to the class of 1965
at the University of Missourl be printed
at this point in the Recorp. I also ask

- ynanimous consent that -the citation at
the time of presentation of the honorary
doctor of laws degree be printed follow-
ing the address.

There being no objection, the address
anl citation were ordered to be printed
in the REcorp, as follows:

YoUTH AND THE FUTURE
(By Senator STUART SYMINGTON, of Missourl)

President Ellis, members of the board of
curators and faculty, honored guests, parents,
and fellow members of the class of 1965, it is
indeed a privilege to be with you here today
and I am most grateful for the honor be-
stowed upon me by our university.

In an address of this character, it is gen-
erally considered appropriate to present to
the graduates some suggestions with respect
to the future. With some hesitation I will
do so, but first let me in turn present a few
thoughts which form the basis of these sug-
gestions.

It is now clear that never before in our
history, or for that matter in the history
of any country, have the members of grad-
uating classes faced the challenges which
now confront you in this the end of the
- second decade of the nuclear-space age.

And the manner in which you handle these
challenges will determine, not only your own
future, but that of all people.

The nature of the primary challenge—sur-
vival under law, and with honor—is one
which unfortunately has required further
centralization in the structure of our Gov-
ernment. I say unfortunate because the
history of our Government is one long his-
tory of resistance to further centralization.
We are a people who believe in the rights
of Btates and individual liberty; and who
have a profound respect for grassroots au-
thority.

The Constitution itself was born out of a
compromise between those who favored a
more centralized government, and those who
did not; a balance between men who stood
for a continuation of decentralization along
the lines of the Articles of Confederation,
and those who wanted a country which, while
protecting the rights of all its citizens, would
also be possessed of the preclous attributes
of sovereignty, in its dealings with the other
nations of the world.

In transmitting the Constitution to the
old Congress, George Washington himself
wrote: ’

“It 1s obviously Impracticable, in the Fed-
eral Government of these States, to secure
all rights of fndependent sovereignty to each,
and yet provide for the Interest and safety
of all. Individuals entering into soclety
must give up a share of the liberty to pre-
serve the rest.”

At this time moére than liberty is involved
in the further identtfication of the State with
the Federal Government.

As illustration, for years it has been our
conviction that the future of Missourl de-
pends primarily on two developments: (1)
.the full utilization of 1ts water resources,
and (2) attailnment of adequate educational
facilities of highest quality.

Every week we discuss with people In the
State how to expedite water projects that
are now proceeding in recognltion of the
growing partnership In this fleld between
Missouri and the Federal Government.

Seldom does a day go by that we are not
talking with some member of that now far-
flung institution known as the University

-of Misgouri about the initiation or accelera-
i-tiom of variQus edugational programs under
a. oomparable partnership.

Missouri needs new industry and new over-
all business sactlvity. It needs them very
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'ba,dly Tts chances for success to that end
arein direct proportion to the development
of its water and its educational facilities.

It is interesting to note also that further
centralization, since the days of the Found-
ing ¥athers has been, in large measure, dic-
tated by developments in communication
and commerce, among the people of the sev-
eral States. The railroad, telegraph, auto-
mobile, radio, and airplane have brought
Americans in ever closer relationship with
one another.

Actions of peovle In one State, reverberat-
ing in their effect on other States, often
necessitated a common, and therefore more
centralized, rule for all.

Recent communications development in
the international field, correlated with the
telescoping of time and space, have in turn
required additional centralization—in the
interest of both our international trade and
our national security; and these improved
communications will be of great help in the
promotion of better understanding.

Take for examnle the current situation in
Africa. Since World War II, European
colonial empires have vanished from that
continent: and in their wake have come the
efforts and struggles of millions to assert
their nationhood internally as well as ex-
ternally.

“Tribe” has been, and in many ways still
is, the word which best deseribes social or-
ganization on the African Continent, a con-
tinent with over 700 languages.

Today Africa has 37 independent coun-
tries; and 27 of those countries have been
created as nations in the last & years.

Along with other countries throughout
southeast Asia and Europe, every one of
these African nations is now struggling for
national identity, a matter they consider of
first importance.

Is it not ironleal that we in the United
States, recognizing the importance of more
understanding and more neighborliness in
the search for world peace and prosperity,
have been developing our policies on an in-
ternational basls, while at the same time our
friends and all'es are turning to the nation-
alistic approach.

Our defense of the International effort is
based largely on realization that, today, the
people of every nation are neighbors of the
people of every other nation; and this em-
phasizes the importance of the message these
new communications satellites can bring
home to all countries, new and old, as we
strive for better understanding in effort to

-avoid a nuclear war.

In military time Red China is closer to us
today by air, than Kansas City was to St.

-Louis, by alr, as late as the end of World War

II.

In effect, therefore, every country in the
world 18 now in the adjacent county; and
what these new ‘‘nelghbors” think about us,
and about human welfare, and about the
importance of personal dignity, will have a
profound effect upon our destiny.

The concept of the good neighbor, desir-
able 30 years ago, ts now important to sur-
vival.

“The cause of America,” sald Tom Paine,
is “the cause of all mankind.” He was prob-
ably right then. He is certainly right now.

The Almighty has now given man the
knowledge of new forces which present him
with a cholce—either he can use these forces
in effort to attaln a life of comfort and hap-
piness never before dreamed of, or he can
use them to destroy civilization,

That is the basic challenge which you and

.I face today.

We do not have all the answers.

We do
not know all the solutions.

But I believe

‘that the new sclentific tools currently avail-

able for better understanding give us the
right to be more optimistic.
Again as example, by means of the new

-gatellite, ‘Farly Bird, the various opinions

of various world leaders were recently tele-
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vised into the homes of millions_of people,
all around the globe. (It is interesting to
note that the power of that satellite, passing
pictures and information and opinion to
every corner of the earth from its position
32,000 miles above the earth is. not more
than one-tenth of the power used in an
ordinary light bulb.)

There are other straws in the wind which
might give us cause for more optimism. One
occurred last March 18.

A young Soviet lieutenant colonel, sports-
man and artist as well as pilot and scien-
tist, stepped out into the emptiness of space
for the first time in human history.

When asked, “Do you think Soviet and
American spacemen will ever have a meet-
ing in space?”, Colonel Leonov's reply, car-
ried by television, may have had a glow in
it for the future when he sald:

“We have never objected to friendship in
resolving our common task of mastering
outer space. And I always see all earth men
as one family, because we shall then go off
to other planets, worlds, and there will be

representatives of many mnatlons abroad.

And so we must be friends.”

Could it be that the exploration of this
new ocean of space will have a major influ-
ence in leading the people of the world:

“To follow knowledge like a sinking star,
Beyond the wutmost bound of human
thought.”

That would be our hope. That will be
part of your challenge, because the-right use
of the new force will depend on knowledge.

The thoughts that lle behind this hope
may be unwarranted, however. We may be
indulging in wishful thinking; and in any
case we Intend to pursue realistic policies, as
evidenced by President Johnson’s determi-
nation to resist Communist imperialism in
the future as we have in the past.

I say “continue” because for many years
we have been resisting this aggression in such
places as Korea, the Formosa Straits, West
Berlin. .

Let those who, for any reason, disagree
with the President’s reasoned but firm policy,
read the recent autoblography of Anthony
Eden. The lesson to be learned from that
volume ig expressed in its title, ““The Reck-
oning.” 1t is a sad and coatly story of too
little and too late.

In all probability Eden took that title from
the words of Britain’s greatest citizen of this
century. ‘After the tragery of Munich, Win-
ston Churchill observed on the floor of the
House of Commons, “Do not suppose that
this is the end. This is only the beginning
of the reckoning.”

There 1s g well-known quotation about
those who forget history being: forced to re-
peat it; and as the Red Chinese rush to com-
plete their plans for delivery of the nuclear
weapons we now know they have, this quo-
tation could well be remembered.

And so my friends, it is a dangerous world;
but an exciting one, full of challenge. The
stakes are high; the opportunity great.

And now a few suggestions to the members
of this graduating class who someday will
be counted on to take over the leadership.

First, let me urge you to carry on your
efforts to be informed. In the past 4
years, your imaginations have been stretched,
your concerns widened; and that process
should be continually renewed if your formal
education is to be of service in the adult
world you are entering.

You may “discharge your cbligation for the
education you have received, not only by re-
flecting light, but by spreading it as well.”

Secondly, in that the habits and customs
of our times are changing with such un-
precedented speed, may I suggest that, as
citizens, you recognize the importance of
prompt and constant adaptation to change.

Not long ago the patr_iax'ch:gi’ the elec-
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tronies industry, David SBarnoff, stated that
changes in our method of life in the next 35
years—up to the year 2000—would be greater
than all the previous changes of history.

If & few years from now you pass a friend

who sappears to be mumbling to himself,

don’t be sure he is absent minded. He may
be talking to his friend in the Philippines.
If he holds in his hand what looks like &
Httle mirror and appears to be vain, don’t
be sure. He could be looking at that friend.

And finally, because we do live in the fre-
netic and stirring world I have portrayed this
evening, let me suggest that, above all, you
preserve your sense of humor. Otherwise
these challenges could be overwhelming.

Tt has been sald, “Men will confess to
treason, murder, arson, false teeth, or a wig;
but how many of them will own up to a lack
of humor?”

This illuminates the high premium Wwe put
on a gense of humor—so high that even those
who lack one will never admit, it.

Humor is balance, and very few will admit
to being off balance.

It might even be sald that we owe the
safe founding of our Nation to the steadying
influence of humor. Let us remember the
closing moments of the Constitutional Con-
vention—September 17, 1787—Independence
Hall, Philadelphia.

The issue had been hard fought, tempers
flared, but the majestic presence of Wash-
ington as Presldent of the Convention, along
with the gentle touch of Franklin, contained
the sparks of dissent and bitterness.

The beloved sage, infirm of voice, but not
of spirlt, passed his remarks to James Wilson,
of the Pennsylvania delegation, who read
them to the assemblage. He said:

“I confess that there are several parts of
this Constitution which I do not at present
approve, but I am not sure I shall never
approve them. * * * The older I grow, the
more apt I am to doubt my dwn judgment,
and to pay more respect to the judgment of
others. Most men indeed, as well as most
sects In religion, think themselves in posses-
sion of all truth, and that wherever others
differ from them it is so far error. * * *
Few express this so naturally as a certain
French lady who, in a dispute with her sis-
ter, sald: T don’t know how it happens,
sister, but I meet with nobody but myself
that 18 always in the right.’

After brief further discussion, in which he
characterizasd our enemies as waiting
with confitlence to hear that our councils
are confouaded like the buillders of Babel.
Franklin concluded with this memorable ad-
vice. “I cannot help expressing a wish that
every member * * * would with me, on this
occasion, doubt a little of his own infalli-
bility and, to make manifest our unanimity,
put his name to this instrument.”

His advice was taken; and the Constitu-
tion of the United States was born.

Yes, humor, 1f you will, is perspective; it
is insight into the fallibility of man.

We use it aggressively to expose the fal-
libility of others, those with whom we dis-
agree. We use it sparingly to expose our
own. It hes been said that a man who has
never laughed at himself is a poor servant
and & worse master.

Throughout the great trials of our history,
gifted meén have appeared to show the way.
Perhaps the greatest of these was Lincoln.
And not the least of his gifts was humor.

Only the truly strong can survive ridicule.
Lincoln had his share—he was the butt of
the crude and whispered joke; and in this he
could give as good as he got.

I have no doubt his humor was in large
part responsible for sustaining him through
his days of personal and national adversity.

Not wit alone—for that Aimsy art is not to
Le confused with humor—but humor it-
self--the other face of tragedy—the recog-
nition of mw.an’s mortality, the brevity of his
visit here. The balance of what is against
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what could be, the wisdom to know the dif-
ference, love for one another, understand-
ing, and finally, faith.

These are the treasures of the spirit to
which true humor is the key.

May I suggest, don’t lose that key. Don't
throw it away, and never let it rust from
disuse.

Docror oF Laws DEGREE AWARDED TO SENATOR
STUART SYMINGTON

(Prezentationi by President Ellis, of Missouri
University)

STUART SYMINGTON, statesman, leader of
industry, civic leader extraordinary, you are
honored today by this institution for your
distinguished career as a corporation execu-
tive, for your statesmanship, and for your
outstanding leadership in the U.S. Senate.

Born in Amherst, Mass., Senator SYMING-
ToN was educated at Yale, worked with vari-
ous electric, iron, and steel companies be-
fore becoming president of Emerson Electric
Manufacturing Co. of St. Louis in 1938. He
entered Government service in 1945 as
Chairman of the Surplus Porperty Board;
became Assistant Secretary of War for Air
in 1946; the Nations first Secretary of the
Air Force in 1947; Chairman of the National
Security Resources Board in 1950; and Ad-
ministrator, Reconstruction Finance Corpo-
ration in 1951. PFirst elected to the U.S.
Senate in November of 1952, Senator Sym-
iNToN Is the senior Senator from Missouri,
and was reelected to the Senate in November
of 1964, Senator SyYMINGTON Is a member
of the Senate Aeronautical and Space
Sciences Committee and is the only Senator
to serve on both the Armed Services and
Foreign Relations Commlittees. He is an ex
officio, voting member of the Senate Appro-
priations Committee, and Armed Services
and Space Appropriations and a member of
the Senate Democratic policy committee.
As a Member of the Senate, Senator Syming-
TON has taken a leading role in legislative
efforts to improve mnational agricultural ad-
ministration, and in unification of the De-
partment of Defense and Foreign Service
Academy.

As a prominent statesman, you  have
brought honor to the State of Missouri and
the State university takes great pride in be-
stowing upon you her highest honor today.

By virtue of the authority vested in me
by the board of curators, I hereby confer
upon you the honorary degree of doctor of
laws with all the honors and privileges
thereunto appertaining. In token thereof I
present to you this diploma.

WATER RESOURCES: A COGENT
ANALYSIS OF A NATIONAL PROB-
LEM |

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. President, the
problem of water resources is a domestic
consideration of national dimensions.
We must maintain, protect, and increase
these resources through the conservation
and use of water which now flows into
the ocean during times of flood.

This year the situation is especially
critical in several areas of the East and
Midwest. Yet, our concern is not a new
one. Since early days—when the first
pioneers pushed across the Mississippi
and Missouri Rivers—the arid West has
been plagued by water problems,

The Western States have faced up to
these problems.

An effective partnership between State
and Federal Governments—beginning
with the Presidency of Theodore Roose-
velt and the Reclamation Act of 1902—
has produced impressive results.
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“(4) Loans shall De approved only “upon
the furnishing of such securlty or other rea-
sopable assutance of repayment as the Sec-
retary may réquire é6hsidering the objectives
of this séctioll which are to upgrade commer-
cial fishing Veéssels afid gedr and to provide
reasonable financial assistance not otherwise
avallable to commercial fishermen, The pro-
‘posed collateral for a loan imust be of such
& nature that, when considered with the in-
tegrity and ability of the management, and
the applicant’s past and prospective earnings,
repaymeht of the loan will be reasonably as-
sured. ) ' o .

“#(6) The applicant shall possess the abil-
ity, experience, resources, and other quali-
fications necessaty 0 enable him to operate
and maintain new of used comniercial fishing
vesgels or gear, - o

“(6) Betore the Secretary approves a loan
for the purthase or construction of a new
or used vessel which will not replace an ex-
isting cormmerdélal fishing vessel, he shall de-
termine thdt the applicant’s contemplated
operation of such Vessel in a fishery will
not cause écbnoric hardship or injury to the
efficient, vessel operators already operating in

_ that fishery. ’ Co

“(7) An applicant for a fishery loan must
be a citizén of the Uiiited States.

“(8) The United States citizenship of each
applicant shall be established within the
meaning of séction 2 of the Shipping Act,
1916, as ofnended, to the satisfaction of
the Secretary.” ' '

8Ec. 4. Section 4(c) of the Fish and Wild-
life Act of 1958 (70 Stat. 1121), a5 amended
(16 U.S.C. sec. 742c{c)), 1s aménded to read
as follows: ) :

“(c) There s created a fisheries loan fund,
which shall bé used by the Secretary as a re-
volving fund bo ‘fake loans for financing
and refliancihg uider this section. Any
funds recéived by the Seéretary on of before
June 30, 1970, in payment of princlpal or
interést on any loans so made shall be de-
posited in the fund and be available for mak-
ing additiohal loans under this section, The
Secretary shall pay from the fund into the
miscellanecus receipts of the Treasury, at the
close of each fiscal year, interest on the
cumulative amount of appropriations avail-
able ag capital to the fund from and after
July 1, 1965, less the average undispersed
cash balanée In the fund during the year.
The rate of such inferesi shall be determined
by the Secrefary of the Treasury, taking into
consideration 'the average market yleld dur-
ing the month preceding each fiscal year on

. outstanding Treastry obligations of maturity
comparable to the average maturity of loans
made from the fund, Interest payments may
be deferred with the dpproval of the Secre-
tary of the Treasufy, but any interest pay-
ments so deferred shall themselves bear in-
terest. Any funds received in the fisheries
loan fund after Juhie 30, 1970, and any bal-
ance remaining therein at the closé of June
30, 1970 (at which time the fund shall cease
to exist), shall be covered into the Treasury

88 miscellaheous récelpts. There is author-
ized to be appropribdted o the fisherles loan
fund the fum of $20,000,000 to provide initial
capital.” ) :

8rc. 5. Thé provisions of this Act shall be
effective July 1, 1965. Notwithstanding the
provisions of section 4(c) of the Fish and
Wildlife Act of 1968, as amended, any balance
remaining in the fisheries loan fund at the
cloge Of Juné 30, 1965, shall be avallable to
make loans for the purposes of section 4 of
sald Act from July 1, 1065, to the close of
June 30,1970. o

Thé amendments were agreed to.

" The bill was ordered to be engrossed

for a’ﬂ"t'!ﬂ‘gdv;ga’d;n‘g' was readrth‘e thil‘dr‘ able as capital to the fund taking into con-

. sideration the average cost of all outstanding

time, and passed. L
. The title was amended, so as to read:
“A bill to amend section 4 of the Fish

No. 109—12 '

c.

‘Approved F
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and Wildlife Act of 1956 to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to make loans
for the financing and refinancing of new
and used fishing vessels, and to extend
the term during which the Secretary can
make fisheries loans under the Act.”

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr.President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the RECORD an excerpt from the report
(No. 325), explaining the purposes of
the bill.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to/be printed in the RECORD,
as follows: ’

PURPOSE OF THE BILL

The purpose of the bill, as amended, 1s to
éxtend for an additional 5 years the fishery
loan program administered by the Bureau
of Commercial Fisheries. The loan pro-
gram was initiated under section 4 of the
Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956 and expires
June 30, 1965. The legislation was intro-
duced at the request of the Secretary of
the Interior. Public hearings were held
on May 11. ’

The present loan program authorizes the
Secretary of the Interior to make loans for
financing and refinancing the operations,
maintenance, replacement, and repair of fish-
ing gear and vessels and for research into
basic problems of the fisheries. The Secre-
tary may not make the loan if the funds
are otherwise ‘available ofi reasonable terms.

This has been a successful program of
encouraging American fishermen at little or
no Government expense. During the past 8
years of actusl operafion under the pro-
gram, the Secretary has received over 1,600
loan applications for $42 million. Approval
has been given to 850 applications for $19
million. The record of losses 1s exceptionally
low, amounting to only $320,000 during the
8-year period. During the same period, $9
million of the principal has been repaid and
almost $2 million in interest has been col-
lected and accrued.

In addition to extending the program for
an additioneal 5 years, the bill, as amended,
would modestly expand the scope of the
present program to permit a loan to be
made regardless of whether the vessel to be
acquired will replace an existing vessel., In
testifying before the committee the Director

.of the the Bureau of Commerclal Fisherles,

Donald L, McKernan, supported the amend-
ment as a means of attracting younger men
to the fishing Industry and of further mod-
ernizing the commercial fishing vessel fleet.
Frequently, younger fishermen are ineligible

.under the present program because they have

no vessel of their own to replace. At the
same time, vessel owners cannot obtain a
loan to replace their old vessel because of
an inability to locate a purchaser who has a
means of financing the old vessel. The vessel
owner is also ineligible for a new loan under
the present program if he sells his old vessel
for use as a commerclal fishing vessel be-
cause he is not replacing a vessel that has
actually left the fleet. Testimony in strong
support. of this amendment was glven by
August Felando, general manager of the
American Tuna Boat Assoclation, Separate
legislation (8. 2013) specifically proposing
this change was introduced In the Senate at
the request of the Secretary of the Interior
on May 21.

The bill, as amended, would also remove
the present mintmum annual interest rate of
8 percent and substitute a formula for estab-
lishipg the interest rate. The formula pro-
vides for the annual payment to the Treas-

" ury “from the loan fund of interest on the

cumulative amount of appropriations avall-

interest-bearing Treasury obligations of com-
parable maturity.” At the present time, this
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would result In a 4-percent interest rate. Al-
though a minimum of 3 percent ls per-
mitted under the present law, the practice
generally has been to charge 5 percent and
it is anticipated that this practice would
continue under the proposed amendment.

The committee amendments added certain
specific condifions to the making of loans.
The conditions, which are similar to those
now in Department regulations, relate to the
requirement of adequate security, require-
ments regarding ‘the applicant’s abllity and
experience to operate a fishing vessel, and the
applicant's citizenship. In addition, " the
Secretary is required to determine that a
ljoan on a vessel, which will not replace an
existing vessel, will cause no economlie hard-
ship to efficient vessel operators already op-
erating in that fishery. These proposed
amendments do not mean that the commit-
tee believes that the Bureau has not been
sufficlently cautious in making loans in the
past. In fact, the very opposite may be true.
The program to date has proved profitable
to the Government and beneficial to Amerl-
can fishermen. But it should be emphasized
that one of the most important purposes of
the loan program is to encourage the con-
struction of a modern fishing fleet and use
of modern fishing gear. Risks are obvious
and inherent in the success of any loan pro-
gram to modernize capital equipment. The
public acknowledgement of the extra risk
is part of the justification of the program.
The success of the program should be
measyred more by the number of intelligent
business decistons supported, and perhaps
even stimulated, than by.the profit made by
the Government on the loans,

The final amendment provides that the
money now available in the fund will remain
avallable for use from and after July 1, 1965.

CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LANDS
TO PIMA AND MARICOPA COUN-
TIES, ARIZ.

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 1285) to provide for the convey-
ance to Pima and Maricopa Countles,
Ariz., and to the city of Albugquerque,
N. Mex., of certain lands for recreational
purposes under the provisions of the Rec-
reation and Public Purposes Act of 1926,
which had been reported from the Com-
mittte on Interior and Insular Affairs
with an amendment on page 1, after the
enacting clause, to strike out “That, not-
withstanding the acreage limitations in
the Act entitled ‘An Act to authorize
acquisition or use of public lands by
States, counties, or municipalities for rec-
reational purposes’ approved June 4,
19286, as amended (43 U.S.C. 869—869-4),
the Secretary of the Interior shall, upon
application from Pima and Maricopa
Counties, Arizona, or the city of Albu-
querque, New Mexico, at any time within
five years following the date of enact-
ment of this Act, convey to such county
or city for recreational purposes in ac-
cordance with the provisions of such Act
at $2.50 per acre, any land which, on .
January 1, 1965, was leased to such
county or city under the provisions of
such Act for recreational purposes, or
with respect to which there was on file
on such date in the Department of the
Interior an application by such county
or city for such a lease.” and, In lien
thereof, to Insert “That the acreage limi-
tations on conveyances in any one calen-
dar year set forth in section 1(b) of the
Act of June 14, 1926, as amended (43

U.S.C_. 869(b)), shall not apply to any
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conveyances made under that Act fo
Pima County or Maricopa County, Ari-
zona, or to the city of Albuquerque, New
Mexlco, of any lands which, on Janu-
ary 1, 1965, were leased to such county
or city under that Act or for which such
county or ecity had filed an application
for a lease under that Act.”; so as to
make the bill read:
Be 1t enacted by the Senate and House
of Representatives of the United States of
- America in Congress assembled, That the
acreage llmitations on conveyances in any
one calendar year set forth in section 1(b)
of the Act of June 14, 1926, as amended
(43 U.8.C. 869(b)), shall not apply to any
conveyances made under the Act to Pima
County or Maricopa County, Arizona, or to
the city of Albuquerqiie, New Mexico, of any
fands which, on January 1, 1965, were leased
to such county or city under that Act or for
‘which such county or city had filed an
application for a lease under that Act.
 SEc. 2. Any conveyance authorized by this
Act shall provide that the lands so conveyed
shall be used for recreational purposes, and
‘that in the event such lands are not used for
such purposes, title thereto shall imme-
diately revert to the United States.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, was read the third
time, and passed.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, 1
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REcorp an excerpt from the report
{No. 323), explaining the purposes of the
bill.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

. PURPOSE

8. 1286, introduced by Senator Haypew for
himself and Senators FANNIN, ANDERSON, and
MoNTOYA, Waives a restriction of the Recrea-
tion and Public Purposes Act which Iimits
polittcal subdivisions to obtalning not more
than 840 acres of public lands per calendar
vear, as 1t relates to lands leased or under
application to lease by Pima and Maricopa
Countles, Ariz., and the city of Albuquerque
on January 1, 1965. .

NEED

The land Involved is near Phoenix, Tucson,
and Albuquerque, fast-growing urban com-
munities in needs of parks and recreation
areas.

DISCUSSION

Maricopa and Pima Counties contain ap-
proximately 80 percent of Arizona’'s populae-
tion, ahd local officlals are faced with the
problem of providing adequate recreational
ereas when most of the suitable and availa-
ble land is under Federal ownership, Albu-
guerque faces a similar problem.

To meet this burgeoning demand, Pima and
Maricopa Counties have leased land from the
Federal Government. However, in order to
protect the large investment necessary to pro-
vide sdeguate facilities, purchase of ade-
quate acreage is required. This is thwarted
by the present limitation of 640 acres a year.
It is estimated it would take Maricopa County
113 years to acquire the lands now leased,
and Pima County 14 years just to purchase
the Federal lands included in only one of its
most valuable parks—Tucson Mountain Park,

The city of Albuquerque has leased and
purchased what land it could from the Gov-
ernment, but under the limitation of the
1928 act it is estimated it would take the
city 10 years to get the additional lands that
it needs for park and recreational purposes.

The bill permits the two Arizona counties

- and the clty of Albuquerque to purchase the
park and recreation lands now under lease,

or on which lease applicatlons have been
flled as of January 1, 1965, for the price of
$2.50 per acre, as stated in the 1926 act,

As of January 1, 1865, there were 88,458
acres leased, or under spplication to lense,
pursuant to the Recreation and Public Pur-
poses Act, to the beneficiaries of S. 1285.
This total breaks down as follows: Maricopa
County, 72,029 acres; Pima County, 6,000
acres; and the city of Albuquerque, 9,529
acres.

PECOS NATIONAL MONUMENT,
N. MEX.

The bill (H.R. 3165) to authorize the
establishment of the Pecos National
Monument in the State of New Mexico,
and for other purposes was considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD an excerpt from the re-
port (No. 321), explaining the purposes
of the bill.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

) . PURPOSE

The purpose of H.R. 3165 Is to provide for
the establishinent of the Pecos National
Monument, in the State of New Mexico, as a
site of exceptional historic and archeological
importance. The bill authorizes the Secre-
tary of the Interior to accept, on behalf of
the United States, donations of approxi-
mately 342 acres of land or interests therein
and to administer, protect, and develop the
same as the Pecos Nationsl Monument in
accordance with the laws governing the na-
tional park system.

NEED .

H.R.3165 seeks to set apart and preserve
the remains and artifacts of a 17th century
Spanish mission and an anclent Indlan
pueblo near Pecos, N. Mex. The Indian
pueblo was founded in the 1300's, discovered
by the famous Spanish explorer, Coronado,
in 1640, and continued in existence until
1838. The Franciscan Mission of Our Lady
of the Angels of Porciuncula was founded in
1621 and served the people of the area from
then to 1782 when it was abandoned. Today,
the ruins of the pueblo and raission are silent
monuments to a long and colorful chapter
of human experience.

In modern times, the pueblo has become a
site of major significance to archeological
sclence. The National Park Service has
called the committee’s attention to the fact
that it was here that the world-renowed
archeologist, Dr. Alfred V. Kidder, and his
colleagues developed the standardized arch-
eological nomegnclature, the theory of cul-
tural sequences for the Southwest, and the
professional excavation technigues which are
major tools of research in this fleld.

The Department of the Interior and the
committee regard the Indian pueblo and
Spanish mission ruins as of national signif.
icance. ‘Their preservation as a . national
monument will help to carry out the pur-
poses of the Antiquities Act (act of June 8,
1906, 34 Stat. 225, 16 U.B.C. 431 et seq.). The
Advisory Board on National Parks, Historic
Sites, Buildings, and Monuments, at its May
1962 meeting, recommended that such action
be taken.

The Deparement plans an interpretive
program for the proposed Pecos National
Monument which will reveal to its visitors
the way of life of the ancient Indian people,
stimulate an appreciation of the pueblo cul-
ture and the historical and sicentific aspects
of the Pecos story.

The State Museum of New Mexico has of-
fered to donate to the United States the
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83-acre tract now comprising the present
Pecos State Monument. Mr. E. E. Fogelson,
an adjoining landowner, in contemplation
of legislation, has executed a deed donating
an additional 279 acres of land to the United

States for the Pecos National Monument.

THE WAR IN VIET

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. Mr. Presicdlt,
yesterday afternoon in this Chamber I
listened attentively to the masterly ad-
dress of the distinguished chairman of
the Committee on Foreign Relations
[Mr. FurericHT]. I am in complete
agreement with his views that “This new
phase of the war in South Vietnam is
going badly for our side.” I agree also
that our Nation should be prepared at
all times to enter unconditional conver-
sations to end the war in South Vietnam
which, as I have said, has been going
from bad to worse. We should at all
times be eager to try to end it at the
conference table. Of course, Chairman
PuLBRIGHT's assertion that we should
make a determined effort to end the war
by negotiation expresses the proper and
a8 most honorable attitude. Further, he
concedes in his remarks what is self-
evident, that our bombing of North Viet-
nam has failed to weakén the Vietcong.

This morning, the New York Herald
Tribune feature news article on page 1
states:

Senator J. WiLLiaM FoULBRIGHT, Democrat,
of Arkansas, said here yesterday the only
answer to the Vietnam dilemma is a “nego-
tlated settlement involving major conces-
slons by both sides” which will “offer the
Communists a reasonable and attractive
alternative to military victory.”

I approve of and agree with that
statement. '

Mr. President, in April, one of our dis-
tinguished colleagues made one of the so-
called guided tours, which we Senators
sometimes take, and spent a week in
South Vietnam. Upon his return, he
reported in May and also this month that
the South Vietnamese and the Americans
were winning the war in South Vietham.
Time and events have proved him wrong .
in that assertion.

I have never been in South Vietnam;
but I have been thoughtful and diligent
in studying all aspects of the situation
there. However, since I have not spent
a week there, I do not pose as anh expert.
Nevertheless, our situation in Vietnam
certainly seems to have gone from bad
to worse.

In 1954 President Eisenhower, at the
invitation of the South Vietnamese Gov-
ernment, complied with the request of
the then ruling group in Saigon and com-
mitted 700 men of our Armed Forces as
military advisers. Time and events have
demonstrated that thi~ was a bad deci-
slon. Now we have nearly 70,000 men of
our Armed Forces committed to combat
in Vietnam. Now, some 13 or 14 govern-
ments later, there is another takeover of
the ruling group in Saigon.

When Gen. Maxwell Taylor was re-
cently asked what action we should take,
in his opinion, in the event there is a
eoup in South Vietnam and the new gov-
ernment requested the U.S. Government
to remove all of our Armed Forces, the
Ambassador evaded answerlng this ques-
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tion sa.ymg there was no possibxhty of
such action. The obvious answer is, of
course, that if any such eventuality de-
velops, we should withdraw our Armed
Forces, We are there on invitation, ac-
cording to the claim we have been mak-
ing to the world. If invited out, we
should gét out, We would be in a pecu-
Har position indeed were we to grasp
other arguments to justify our presence
there with, thousands of combat soldiers.

Mr. President, I take a dim view of
Gen, Maxwell Taylor as ambassador. It
would be an act of wisdom on the part
of our President to reassign him and ap-
point a new ambassador.

"By the way, he had hardly reached
Saigon when there was a coup and the
Ciovernment there was overthrown. Yet
he had said that he did not look for any
such event as that.

When questioned regarding the insta~
bility of the Saigon Government and
referring to the fact that there had been
12 changes in the ruling regime in Sai-
gon In 13 months, he denied that this
numbér of changes had been made. This
places him at varlance with a statement
by Secretary of State Dean Rusk. The
facts are there have been 12 changes or
turnovers or successful eoups changing
‘the goverhing authorities in Saigon, all
swithin a period of 13 months. Further-
more, just last wéek Ambassador Taylor
in Washington stated that he did not
axpect the Quat government to be over-
thrown. Within 24 hours after he made
this statement Quat was ousted. Even
before Ambassador Taylor returned to
Saizon what was unexpected to him oc-
curred. Quat was ousted and the mili-
tary took over. This indicates that either
the Judgment of Ambassador Taylor is
poor or his intelligence information
faulty.

" There is evidence of further weaken-
ing of the Saigon Government and fur-
ther evidence of the commitment by our
Government of more combat soldiers and
‘planes in the effort to keep the Vietcong
from overrunning South Vietnam. This
s in the nature of a calamity. This
seems to reduce the best remaining hope
of a negotiated settlement. Such settle-

ment would seem necessarily to have the

a,pprova.l of the Vietcong and South Viet-
namese réebels, The Vietcong forms the
basic Communist fighting force on the
ground. Communist China has an-
nounced opposition to a negotiated set-
tlement. At the moment theré seems
little likelihood ‘of a conference. I try
to continue to be optimistic and hopeful
of such a conference.
military advisers claim ‘that the Vietcong

is merely a projection of the Hanol re-

gime. To me this does not necessarily
seem to be the situation. There is no
question but that thousands of North
Vietnamese regular soldiers are figshting
plongside the Vietcong and that the

Hanol Gpvernment exerts strong inﬂu-‘

ence 61 the Vietcong. However, it is
also a fact that many of the Vietcong
are, in reality, South Vietnamese Com-
rmunist rebels, If we cannot in good faith
negotiate directly with the Vietcong, we
should at least not discourage any at-
tempts b the South Vietnamese Govern-
ment to do so, )

The President’s

Mr, Presidént, it appears to me ‘that
any Senator is 100 percent wrong when
he reports as of last month, or this
month, that we are beginning to win
the war in South Vietnam. Disasters to
our slde seem to have been horrendous
in recent weeks and the loss of lives of
Amerlcans and South Vietnamese
soldiers has been increasing. The time
is here, following another coup and turn-
over in the South Vietnam Government,
to reappraise our situation.

South Vietnam’s top generals are try-
ing to decide how to form another gov-
ernment. We on our part would do well

" if our President were fo replace General

Taylor as Ambassador with a skilled and
experienced civilian who has the con-
fidence of the American people. General
Taylor, while in Washington recently,
made a poor Impression on me, and I feel
other Senators share my views. Our sit-
uation is so serious that I urge, Mr. Presi-
dent, that Gen. Maxwell Taylor be as-
signed by President Johnson to some
other position in the administration, and
that at this grim time Ambassador at
Large Averell Harriman or U. Alexis
Johnson, Deputy Ambassador to South
Vietnam, or former U.S. Senator Ken-
neth Keating, or some other highly com-
petent and experienced civilian be ap-
pointed Ambassador to South Vietnam.

At Dong Xoal last Thursday 400 South
Vietnamese regulars and irregulars were
overrun by the Vietcong. Thirty-one
American officers and men were also
killed, wounded, or are missing. Fierce

_fighting is continuing. The South Viet-

namese have been largely on the de-
fensive. There may be some truth in
those reports that the Vietcong losses are
far in excess of those of the South Viet-
namese. Forces on the offensive invari-
ably suffer greater losses than those on
the defensive.  Unfortunately, also,

_many, many civilians, including women

and children, have been burned to death
or hospitalized with severe injuries due
to our napalm bombing.

Any American looking at the map of
South Vietnam in weekly magazines or
newspapers can readily see the differ-
ence in the territory held by the South
Vietnamese now and a year ago. Less

territory in South Vietnam is now firm-

ly held by the South Vietnamese and
our forces than was held 6 months or
1 year ago.

It is strange under such circumstances
that anyone can assert that we are win-
nmg, or even beginning to win, the war
in South Vietnam. It would appear that
we need a man at the top who, as Am-
bassador, will bring a fresh view to 2
complex situation and who will enjoy the
confldence of the American people.

‘The tendency in this administration
has at times seemed to be to exalt mil-
itary authority over civilian authority.
There are too many generals, including
Gen. Maxwell Taylor, in high-salaried
positions in the executive branch of our
Government and at the same time re-
ceiving theilr adjusted retirement pay.
We should adhere to the prineiple laid
down by our Founding Fathers that
civilian authority should be supreme
over military authority.

I yleld the floor.

Approved For Release 2003/10/15 CIA- RDP67BOO446R000300180025 3
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

h 13375

“Mr. CLARK. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Pennsylvania is recognized. .

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I yield
to the Senator from Montana with the
understanding that I shall not lose my
right to the floor.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.

AUTHORIZATION FOR SECRETARY
OF THE INTERIOR TO CON-
STRUCT, OPERATE, AND MAIN-
TAIN A THIRD POWERPLANT AT
THE GRAND COULEE DAM

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the pending
business (H.R. 8464) be temporarily laid
aside and that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of Calendar No. 301,
S. 11761.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be stated by title.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S.
1761) to authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to construct, operate and main-
tain a third powerplant at the Grand
Coulee Dam, Columbia Basin project,
Washington, and for other purposes.

-The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Youne of Ohio in the chair). The Sena-
tor from Washington is recognized.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, S. 1761,
which I sponsored for myself and the
able Senior Senator from Washington
[Mr. MacNusoN] would authorize con-
struction of a gigantic third powerplant
on the Columbia River at Grand Coulee
Dam, already a magnificent monument
of our achievements in conservation.
This third powerplant would add 3.6 mil-
lion kilowatts of generating capacity to
the 2 million kilowatts of the two exist-
ing plants making it the largest single
hydroelectric development in the world.

Mr. President, S. 1761 has the enthu-~
siastic support of the overwhelming ma-
jority of the people of the Northwest,
the State governments, and of the Fed-
eral administration. In fact, a text of
proposed legislation identical to S. 1761
was transmitted to the Congress directly
by President Johnson himself in a spe-
cial message on April 13. I ask unani-
mous consent that the text of President
Johnson’s message be printed at this
point in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the President’s message was ordered to
be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

THE WHITE HOUSE,
Washington, D.C., April 13, 1965.
Hon. HuserT H, HUMPHREY,
President of the Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DeaR MRr. PrREsSIDENT: Electricity is a basic
requirement of modern society. It is vital to
our industries, farms, and homes. The Na-
tion’s rapidly expanding use of electricity is
expected to more than double and perhaps
triple by 1980. This calls for the combined
efforts of all segments of the power indus-
try—private, coopeérative, and public. There-
fore, I am pleased to transmit hérewith the
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repott of the Secretary of the Interior con-
cerning the economic and engineering feasi-
bility of a third powerplant at Grand Coulee
Dam on the Columbia River and a draft of
authorizing legislation. I have approved the
Secretary’s report and recommenid that the
draft legislation be enacted to authorize the
construction of this outstanding project.

The proposed third powerplant will ulti-
mately add 3.6 mlllion kilowatts of generating
capacity to the 2 million kilowatts at the two
existing powerplants. When completed, the
total capacity of the powerplants at Grand
Coulee Dam will total 5.6 million kilowatts,
It will be larger than any single hydroelectric
development in the world today.

Authorlzation and - construction of the
third powerplant at the Grand Coulee Dam
will further the orderly development of the
vast water resources of the Columbia River.
This is the next logical step following two
important events which occurred last year.

First, Prime Minister Pearson of Canada
end I met last September to proclaim the
Columbia River Treaty for cooperative de-
velopment of the Columbia River-—one of the
great rivers of this continent, Canada has
already started construction of huge dams to
store water on 1ts side of the border. These
reservolrs will provide 15.56 million acre-feet
of water storage in Canada. This storage
capacity will provide increased protection of
people and property in both countries from
devastating floods and greatly enhance the
hydroeleciric potential of powerplants on the
Columbia River.

The United States must construct addi-
tional power-generating facilities at its exist-
ing system of dams to take full advantage of
this potential. The Grand Coulee Dam, be-
cause of Its location In relation to other Co-
lumbia River powerplants, its height, its
large reservoir capacity, and the reregulation
of riverflow by Chief Joseph Dam tmmediate-
ly downstream, will develop a major share
of the increased power potential made pos-
sible by the treaty.

Second, the Congress approved last year a
four-line, extra-high-voltage transmission
intertie between the Pacific Northwest and
the Pacific Southwest, It represents exciting
new developments in electric power tech-
nology. It is the largest single electrical
transmission program ever undertaken in
this country and is one of the finest ex-
amples of cooperation among publicly owned
and privately owned utilitles and the Fed-
eral Government.

The rapidly growing demands for electric
power in the Pacific Northwest will readily
absorb the power produced by the proposed
powerplant. However, some peaking power
and secondary (not regularly available)
power that is surplus to the needs of the
Northwest in the early years of the project
can be marketed in the Pacific Southwest
over the intertie. Thus, the intertie will
permit maximum utilization of the waters
flowing past Grand Coulee Dam, resulting
in conservation in its truest sense.

The economic and financial feasibility of
the third powerplant are exceptionally fayor-
able. The benefit-cost ratio 1s more than 3
to 1. Revenués from the sale of power will
more than pay for the capital investment
within 50 years. In addition to power bene-
fits, the project will provide increased flood
protection benefits by improving control of
water stored in Franklin D. Roosevelt Lake
behind Grand Coulee Dam.

Accordingly, I commend the Secretary’s
report to your consideration and recommend
early enactment of the authorizing legista-
tion which I have transmitted.

Sincerely,
LynpoN B. JOHNSON,

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, the
third powerhouse at Grand Coulee Dam
will restore this amazing structure as
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the largest hydroelectric powerplant in
the world. The original dam, including
the 2 million kilowatt powerhouse, was
the world’s largest hydroglectric proj-
ect when it was completed in the 1950°s.
Its 10 million cubic yards of econcrete
would be sufficient to build a modern
highway between the Atlantic and Pa-
cific Oceans. Physically it is a project
three times the size of the great pyra-
mid in Egypt. Electrieally, it is the key
structure in the United States-Colum-
bia River power system.

Over the past 10 years the Soviet
Union has built three larger dams in
Siberia and on the Volga River. The
Bratsk plant on the Angara River in
Siberia presently has installed capacity
of some 3.5 million kilowatts and is the
largest single hydro project in the world.
The addition of 3.6 million kilowatts to
the existing 2 million kilowatts at Grand
Coulee will return to the United States
world leadership in the contruction of
large powerplants.

The Grand Coulee third powerhouse
will permit full use of improved stream-
flows that will result from construction
by Canada of three storage projects and
construetion by the United States of
Libby Dam. Last year the United States
and Canada flnally consummated a
treaty for cooperative development of
the Columbia River, a treaty which had
been under negotiation for many years.
Under terms of the treaty Canada will
build three large storage projects in
British Columbia which will regulate the
flow of the Columbia, making it possible
to better utilize the available water for
both flood control and power generation
in the United States. These Canadian
projects will nearly triple the storage
now available above Grand Coulee Dam
and, by holding back floodwaters and
releasing them during the low-water
season, they will greatly incresse the
usable streamflow. The first of the
three Canadian storage projects is now
underway, and contracts have been let
for start of construction of the second
project. The recommended schedule for
construction of the Grand Coulee third
powerhouse coincides with the comple-
tion of all three Canadian treaty proj-
ects. The last of the three Canadian
storage projects is scheduled for April
1973.

To meet the forecasted load growth of
the Pacific Northwest, the first of the 12
recommended 300,000-kilowatt genera-
tors is needed by April 1973; the next 3
generators by 1974; and all 12 by 1983,
Without these additional units, the exist-
ing 2-million-kilowatt powerplant could
not be operated efficiently, and much us-
able energy would be spilled and wasted.

The third powerhouse is an over-
whelmingly economic projeet. The Sec-
retary of the Interior, who testified on
behalf of :its authorization indicated
that revenues from the sale of power
will repay to the Treasury the full in-
vestment, including interest, within 36
years. During the normal 50-year re-
payment period for such projects, the
third powerhouse will pay into the Treas-
ury a surplus above investment of $265
million. The Secretary’s testimony fur-
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ther stated that the benefit-to-cost ratio
of this project is 3.24 to 1.

Grand Coulee storage has been in-
cluded in all major plans for flood con-
trol on the Columbia River. The total of
5,232,000 acre-feet of active storage at
Grand Coulee will be more effective for
flood control purposes after the third
powerhouse is built. Even though Grand
Coulee could be credited with additional
flood comntrol benefits as a result of the
third powerhouse, no allocation to flood
control has been made. .

I have stated that the third power-
house at Grand Coulee is an economical
project. I can further state that this is
a noncontroversial project. Before
Grand Coulee Dam was finally started
in July 1933 as an irrigation and power
project of tremendous proportions, it was
the object of great controversy for many
vears. The dam has since proved its
worth by producing nearly half of the
total kilowatt hours produced on the
Columbia River since 1938. In contrast
to the situation 30 years ago when the
construction of the original Grand Cou-
lee Dam was the subject of a bitter bat.-
tle between public and private power,
the third powerhouse proposal now be-
fore us has been endorsed by spokesmen
for both public and private power utili-
ties and organizations, The authoriza-
tion for the third powerhouse has been
commented upon by the State govern-
ments and other departments of the
Federal Government who have an in-
terest in its authorization. Expressions
have indicated . concurrence, endcrse-
ment, and wholehearted support for the
authorization of the third powerhouse
at the earliest possible date.

I yield to the Senator from Colorado,

Mr. ALLOTT. Mr. President, I send
to the desk an amendment which I ask
to have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the amendment.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. The Senator
from Colorado proposes the following
amendment :

On page 2, line 4, strike out all through
line 8 and insert in Heu thereof the follow-
ing:

‘g‘SEc. 2. There is hereby authorized to be
appropriated for construction of the third
powerplant and necessary appurtenant works
including a visitor centér at Grand Coulee
Dam, the sum of $364,310,000, based on
estimated costs as of April 1964, plus or
minus such amounts, if any, as may be
justified by reason of ordinary fluctuations
in construction costs as indicated by engi-
neering cost indexes applicable to the
types of construction involved herein.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from
Colorado.

Mr. ALLOTT. Mr. President, I should
like to query the distinguished chairman
of the committee.

It is my understanding that the in-
terest cost during construction does not
have to be placed in the bill because the
interest cost would be paid anyway.

Mr. JACKSON. The Senator is cor-
rect.

Mr. ALLOTT. I have stricken out of
the amendment the proviso for interest.
However, the interest will be paid.
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astrous to qur Nation. For only as each of
us strives‘ to carry forward humane values
can mankind understand and control the
vast forees unlesshed by technology and
power.
Let me just say here among you who have
shared these delights, what you already
know: that he who is & stranger to any
fongue but his own; he who believes what
he likes and likes what he belleves without
ever having submitted his ideas to scrutiny;
he who has never dwelt with Homer and
Shakespeare; he who is deaf to the exaltation
of music, blind to the eloquence of paint,
marble, and metal—that man 15 so much the
less & full human being.
I believe that we Americans of today are
entering a soclety which is more and more
consclous of these values of the humanities.
It 1s no exaggeration to say that we are in
the midst of a cultural renaissance in this
country. Mr. Alvin Toffler in his recent book
“The Culture Consumers” deserves the credit
for bringing this trend to public attention.
Consumer spending on the arts rose from
1953 to 1960 by about 130 percent, or con-
siderably more than twice as rapidly as
spending on all recreation, and better than
8ix times as fast as outlays for spectator
sports. . P
Take the visual arts as an example. One
new gallery or museum opened every fourth
day last year in the United States, and more
people visited gallerles and museums than
went to bageball games. As a result of this
growth, there are more galleries In New York
City today than there were in the entire
country in 1950.
Similar developments might be traced in
the fleld of music, For example, here in
Michigar; the Detroit Symphony’s attend-
ance has risen from 300,000 to 700,000 in a
decade. Or, we could examine the paper-
back. revolution in. bublishing. It brings
scholarly books, formerly passed from hand
to hand by faculty members, into the posses-
- slon of millions of students. In the past 5
years, book sales as well as library circulatioh
have increased three times more rapidly than
the populstion. .
Even the mass media have contributed to
the cultural explosion. A recent nation-
wide broadcast of “Hamlet” was seen by
more people, in one evening, than the total
number who have seen it performed since it
was written. .
' Perhaps it may seem wrong to speak of
the arts and the humanities in terms of dol-
lar volume, attendance, and sales. Numbers,
of course, are no indication of quality, and
the fact that millions of people watched
“Hamlet” over television tells nothing about
‘what benefits, iIf any, each of those millions
derived from the experience.
But.in angther sense these statistics are
very significant. For there canunot be a
great flowering of art or of the humanistic
studies unless audiences, Tacilities, and re-
sources are ayallable.. Just as students and
. Bcholars need hooks, so painters need gal-
lerles, dramatists need theaters, and mu-
sleians need orchestras, It is certainly clear
that the great cultural epochis of the past
were firmly rooted in certaln material con-
ditlons. When we think of the greatness
of Greek drama, we think automatically of
the great theaters at Athens and Epidaurus.
When we marvel at Shakespeare's achieve-
ment, we cannot overlook the challenge
that shaped his art: the Elizabethan thea~
ter and its London audience avid for rich
language and excifing action. The sculp-
ture of Michelangelo and the music of Bach
Roth drew thelr inspiration and thelr mate-
rial support from the church, the great pa-
tron of the arts in that time.

s, short, statistles .and trends are im-

Portant because they show whether or not
8 culture is ripe for certain kinds of devel-

-opment. The kinds of support and encour-
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agement of the arts that these figures re-
veal are the lifeblood of a healthy cultural
environment.

Asg a growing number of instances show,
the economic prosperity of whole commu-
nities today is directly affected by their
cultural climates. Communities and regions
that formerly attracted new Industry by ad-
vertising cheap labor or low-cost power now
advertise orchestras, theaters, and univer-
sitles. Business Week recently quoted the
bublic-relations chief for a large Detroit
manufacturer who summed up the new at-
titude of many corporations toward support-
ing culture. This executive sald: “We have
to be interested in the shape of the arts
in cities where our plants are located, be-
cause If there are none, engineering and
sclentific people won’t come.”

Incidentally, the cultural explosion which
I have described is having definite effects on
the career opportunities. There is, for ex-
ample, a need for managerial and executive
ability in the whole cultural field. “As talent
is needed to create and perform a work of
art,” wrote the recent Rockefeller Panel on
the Performing Arts, “so equal talent—
though of a different sort—is needed to create
and govern the institutions that provide the
settings for these arts.”

Recognizing this need, the Ford Founda-~
tion has supported, over the past few years,
an inservice program to train mansagers for
arts organizations, as well as provided gradu-
ate fellowships (through Yale and New York
Universities) to increase the supply of quali-
fied museum curators and directors. But
these programs meet only part of the need.

Arts centers of which there are at present
100 new ones under construction, need sensi-
tive and imaginative administrators. Our
museums and gallerles must be managed.
Orchestras and artists need to be brought to
pbublic attention and their careers carefully
planned. The new repertory theaters being
established in various cities, the educational
television stations, the extension activities
of colleges and universities—all these are
generating unparalleled opportunities for
young people who want to devote their skill
and talent to the cultural field.

To return to the main theme, 1t is clear
that the interests, tastes, and even the basic
concerns of Americans are changing. Amer-
icans today have had a higher level of educa-
tion, can look forward to more stable and
rewarding careers, and can expect greater
economic security thain any generation that
breceded them. In this generation there
seems to be a resultant waning of purely
economic motivations. The climb to the top
was thrilling for us but perhaps today’s
young men and women care more about tak-
ing in the view—or in finding an entirely dif-
ferent kind of mountain to climb. At least,
that is what is suggested by the success of
the Peace Corps. In this new generation,
America seems to be reaching a stage of
national development that transcends, In
many important respects, the purely mate-
rial achievements of earlier generations.
New needs are emerging that cannot be
satisfied by material things alone. These
needs cannot be met without understanding
ourselves and our world. The preeminent
means to understanding them is humanistic
study. -

How, then, can Americans strengthen their
understanding of the humanities and of
human values?

Perhaps they might focus on the objective
in the Albion Bulletin. They might devote
themselves to continuing and strengthening
their “familiarity with the major ideas that
have molded history and which pervade pres~
ent culture and its Institutions.” Such a
focus will make much of each individual's
experience more comprehensible and valu-
able. It will also bring greater order and
appreciation into our whole cultural life. As
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a people we will find ourselves able to pierce
to the heart of many issues that seem con-
fusing today. As individuals we will find
that we can clarify and understand our own
thoughts and emotions.

Let me give you a concrete example. Ed-
ward D, Myers recently conducted a study of
how people at different stages of development
vary in their thinking about one of these
basic ideas of the humanities—freedom. He
asked a group of elementary school children
to write about freedom: he did the same with
groups of high school and college students.
Then he interviewed some college professors
and professional men on the same subject
and analyzed the papers and his notes from
the interviews. Obviously the results are
complex, but the trend runs generally as
follows:

For elementary school children, the general
response is “freedom is something we have.
No one else has it~ High-school students
tend to say, “Freedom is something we have
but the Russians don’t.” A bit more dis-
criminating. College students g0 a step fur-
ther, “Freedom entails responsibility.” But
the college faculty members and professionals
are prone to say, ‘““You can’t really generalize
about freedom. It is much too complex.
You have to deal with it in specific situa-
tions.” In effect, the professors threw in the
towel on the complexity of thinking about
freedom. To he sure, it is a difficult issue,
but is this a valld reason to refuse to deal
with it intellectually?

Let us look briefly at another key idea of
the humanities that dominates our lives to-
day: “Equality.” Here we can draw from
history, philosophy, literature, political sci-
ence, anthropology, and other flelds to de-
velop a mature understanding. We might
begin with Plato’s “Republie,” the classic
QGreek picture of a state based on the natural
Inequalities between men. For Plato, who
assumed that men were unequal, the ideal
state was one that organized men according
to the true and most relevant order of in-
equeality. Thus his utopla is realized when
every man has been put in the place dictated
by his nature. Aristotle, too, insisted that
Justice is proportional, and defended slavery
on the basis of natural inequalities, in pas-
sages that were quoted widely in the Ameri~
can South before the Civil War.

Christianity injected a new ides of equality
by changing the criteria of an individual’s
worth. Created in the image of God, each
individual had an intrinsic worth despite any
inequalities in his capacities. Thus spiritual
equality superseded the Greek notion of
hatural inequality. This complete about-
face was a chief turning point in Western
history.

A further stage was reached when notions
of political equallty emerged during the en-
lightenment. This revolution against privi-
lege emphasized a secular and activist equal-
ity that contrasted with the spiritual equal-
1ty of the Middle Ages.

In the 20th century two concepts of equal-
ity took shape that still largely guide the
world. In America the idea of equality of
opportunity became a cardinal principle of
soclal policy. In Russia the notion of eco-
nomic equslity was adopted from Marx and
supposedly put into operation—though, as
we now know, it quickly degenerated into an-
other form of privileged hierarchy.

In our own country today we are on the
verge of soclal cataclysm in some regions
over this lssue of equality. We have all seen
the buttons distributed widely by civil rights
groups—they consist merely of an equal
sign. No one can understand the full his-
torical significance of this movement with-
out a firm grasp of the history of the idea of
equality. Equally important are the in-
sights contributed by philosophy, literature,
psychology, sociology, economics, anthropol-
0gy, and the other disciplines.
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The study of the great generative ideas
carries one into many fields. It is an end-
tess but constantly rewarding pursuit. The
important thing is not to finish but to start.
Let, each person select the ldeas which most
intrigue or stimulate him. Perhaps the idea
of CGlod, or “Justice, or education, or freedom,
or equality. Let each person dip into what
the great thinkers have sald on this idea
down through the ages. TLet him trace its
development throtgh history, noting how it
is refiected in contemporary literature, the-
ater, movies, even television shows. He will
fird its reflection In the actions of people
around him ag well as In public actions and
polictes, He will discern consistent patterns
emerging; he wiil see behind common mis-
understandings. Then he will be able to
apply what he has learned to his own life, to
his appreciation.of art and literature, to his
response to public issues. Any American
Will ind that his understanding of the basic
ideas will give him a stabllity and power of
mental functioning that few people readily
attain without such discipline. In short,
that continulng education in the humanities
will go far to promote the intellectual, moral,
and spiritual growth of our Nation.

such growth has significance over and
beyond each of us as individuals. If our
civilization is moving into a phase in which
questions of purpose will be paramount, then
dealing with such guestions will surely and
swittly become & prime duty of responsible
citizens. The qualities of character and
intellect which we have always tried to ap-
rly in our personal and family lives will
be needed, more and more, in the public
sphere as well. What August Heckscher has
called the public happiness will become a
concern of every one of us. The quality of
our soclety, as measured by such standards
as justice and beauty, will become a constant
concern of the citizenry. The directlons and
goals we collectively pursue will be proper
subjects for public debate—a tendency
started & few years ago with the President’s
‘Report on National Goals. The state of the
arts, of architecture, of musle, and of philo-~
gophic thought, will engage the attention of
moré and more pecple. In ghort, we will
move from a concern with necessities of life
to a concern with ends, with purposes, with
values—in short, with 1deas. Por this
reason our continued growth toward ma.
turity in dealing with ideas is not merely
a personal matter, but an increasingly urgent
demand of our soclety. .

In his recent book on “Self-Renewal,” the
able president of the Carnegie Corp., sald:
«Instead of giving young people the impres-
ston that thelr task is to stand a dreary
watch over the ancient values, we should
be telling them the grim but bracing truth
that it is their task to recreate those values
continuously in their own bebhavior, facing
the dilemmas and catastrophes of their own
time. Instead of implying that the ideals
we cherish are safely embalmed in the
memory of old battles and arcestral deeds
we should be telling them that each gen-
eration refights the crucial battles and either
brings new vitality to thée ideals or allows
them to decay.” -

Both maturity in thinking and the vitality
of ideas and ideals that have Hved through-
out centuries come through & reconsidera-
tion, & reappraisal and an adaptation to our
times. This 1s the task of youth: this is the
promise for the future.

Now the President has called upon us to
iend our hands and our hearts to building
the Great Sgelety. This vision demands the
reduction of the poverty, jgnorance, and sick-
ness which still blemish our affuent Nation.
But 1t can and must mean sotnething more.
Tt must concern itself with the quality of
‘American life, with our ideals, our ideas and
with each of our personal lives.

“In & real sense the cultivation of the
humanities constitutes an ifitegral part of
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any vision of & new America. To know what
is best In ourselves we must kuow the best
that has been thought and felt throughout
human history. We must listen attentively
to those scholars and artists who deal most
directly with the matters that touch each
of us most deeply. As we Work toward Presi-
dent Johnson’s Great Society—which, as he
says, “must begin with 1earning’—let us keep
in mind what Wordsworth wrote in “The Pre-
lude.”:

where is one great society alone on earth:
The noble living and the noble dead.”

NEW HAMPSHIRE GENERAL COURT -

VOTES VIETNAM SUPPORT

(Mr. CLEVELAND (at the request of
Mr. GROVER) was granted permission
to extend his remarks at this point in
the Recorp and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. SpeaKer, last
month, the New Hampshire General
Court adopted a resolution in support of
our country’s firm stand in southeast
Asia. The legislature also expressed its
gratitude on the part of the Granite
State to the officers and men whose
courage and professional skill is carry-
ing out this policy. I concur with the
resolution by the General Court of New
Hampshire and offer for the RECORD an
editorial from the Manchester Union-
Leader which includes the text of the
yesolution itself. I am proud of my
State and the general court.

So ProuprLY WE HaIL

Both houses of the New Hampshire Legisla-
ture deserve great praise for thelr unanimous
passage of the following resolution:

«Whereas our Nation 1s engaged in mili-
tary action in support ‘of the people of Viet-
nam; and

“Whereas this support calls for difficult de-
cisions and actions by the Commander in
Chief and his military and political advisers:
Therefore be it

«Resolved by the hotse of representatives
(the senate concurring), That we, the mem-
bers of the 1965 General Court of New Hamp-
shire, express our approval of such firm and
fair action as may be necessary to fulfill our
responsibilities in southeast Asla; and be it
further i

“Resolved, That we express our admiration
and gratitude to the members of the Armed
Forces and to those other American men and
women who are facing dangers on our behalf;
and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions
be forwarded to the President, to the Secre-
tary of State, to the Secretary of Defense,
and to Gen. William Childs Westmoreland.”

As Senator English said, in speaking on be-
half of the bill in the senate: “We must sup-
port our Government, for failure to do so
mey cost many lives and lead us into more
and more serlous situations.”

Senator Paul Rinden said: “1 am particu-
larly interested, having been born and lived
in south China for 10 years. I am impressed
by President Johnson's stand there. I know
that we shall have to face the Communists
sooner or later. The question is whether 1t
should start at Vietnam, Singapore, Australia
or. elsewhere. If we stand up to it now, we
will he in a much better position to stop it
than if we allow them to become Imore
powerful.”

_ 8enator Louis Martel said: “It’s high time
that we Americans take a positive stand and
face the atheist Communists throughout the
world. We support any step that is taken by
this administration or any party that takes &
stand in this situation.”
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1t would be a mighty encouraging thing if
the other 49 States in the Union passed
gimilar resolutions and sent them to the
President, the Secretary of State, the Secre-
tary of Defense, and to General Westmore-
land.

Anyone knowing representatives in other
States would do well to forward a copy of
this paper to them and ask them to see that
guch resolutions are introduced into their
own State legislatures.

1t would not only assist President Johnson
but it would impress our Communist ene-
mies, who are apt to be misled by the raucous
shoutings of the beatnik groups on our
campuses into believing that they represent
the true public opinion in the United States,

. where of course just the opposite is true.

As far as we know, this actlon by the New
Hampshire Legislature is the firgt in the Na-
tion, which is entirely as it should be. New
Hampshire should always be first.

Proudly we hail our legislators for this
constructive actioh.

Publisher.

BALTIC STATES: A TRIBUTE TO
FREEDOM-LOVING PEOPLE

(Mr. LIPSCOMB (at the request of
Mr. GrovEr) was granted permission to
extend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include extraneous mat-
ter.)

Mr. LIPSCOMB. Mr. Speaker, since
June 15, 1940, the Baltic States have
been suffering under Soviet tyranny.
The Soviet Union took over Lithuania,
Latvia, and Estonia by force of arms.

The free world commemorates the loss
of freedom of these three nations whose
desire in their national existence was to
live in peace and security.’ Geograph-
ically small and with limited power re-
sources, the Baltic States fell within the
sphere of Soviet infiluence when ‘World
War II broke out. The first breach of
their independence occurred with the
pacts of mutual assistance imposed upon
the states by Moscow in the fall of 1939;
the final and most total breach took place
in the summer of 1840 when the three
Baltic States, Lithuania, Estonia, and
Latvia, were invaded by the Red Army
and forcibly incorporated into the Soviet
Union.

The Baltic States have never experi-
enced in their long history through cen-
turies such as extermination and annihi-
lation of their people as during this
Soviet occupation since June 15, 1940.
During the last 25 years the countries
lost more than one-fourth of their en-~
tire population. Hundreds of thousands
of Lithuanians, Latvians, and Estonians
were murdered by the Kremlin despots
or died in exile in Soviet slave-labor
camps and prisons in Siberia and other
places of Communist Russia. At least
20 percent of the present population of
Soviet-occupied Lithuania, Latvia, anc
Estonia are not the Balts, but the Soviet
colonists. The genocidal operations and
practices being carried out by the Soviets
continue with no end in gsight. Bearing
in mind that all of the murdered and
deported people have been among the
most educated, courageous, and indus-
trious elements of the countries, the
losses in population become more ter-
rible and almost fatal to the survival of
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Miss Velmarae Dunn, of Hammond La.,
Supervisor of English and Speech at
Southeastern High School, Exempllﬁes
_a Truly Great and Dedlcated Person in
Our Teachlng Profession and Typifies
Education in Its Highest Degree

—-u—-,—
EXTENSION oF REMARKS
S

HON. JAMES H. MORRlSON

OF. LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 16, 1965
Mr. MORRISON Mr. Speaker Iam

proud to take this opportunity to pay’

tribute to one of the finest ladies I have
-ever known in my life, and one of our
‘best English teachers, Miss Vélmarae

Dunn of my hometown 'of Hammond, La.”
At the end of a remarkably devoted,

career of teaching English and speech in

both Hammond High School and South-
eastern High in Hammond, La. ~Miss

Velmarae Dunn, supervisor of English
and speech at Southeastern High, will
retire this month after 44 years of un-
selfish dedication to the students. of
Hammond.,

Many years ago Mr. Speaker, T had
the honor and the pr1v11ege myself to
‘be a student of Miss Dunn’s in her Eng-
-lish and speech classes in Hammond
ngh As T look back on my experiences
in her classes and the many t,hmgs she
“taught me, I realize now more than ever
before the gift which this great lady
bestowed upon me. She gave me an

. excellent and thorough groundmg in
English grammar, and instilled in me
and so many of my fellow students, a

great appreclatlon of literature whlch I

have held dear to this day. Not only did
she teach me the fundamentals of good
and imaginative usage of the Enghsh
language, but also Miss Dunn, by her
own example strengthened my charac~
ter #nd fited my ambition to study
~ harder in college and to pursue knowl-
edge for its own sake all my life.

Miss Dunn also taught my two sons,
James Hobson, Jr. “Hobby,” and Ben-
jamin “Benjy” Morrison, at Southeast-
ern High School many years later. My
two boys also had, Mr. Speaker, the fine
exposure to this wonderful lady’s devo-
tion to her students and her energetic,
imaginative mind. Iknow that they, too,

have bengfited from this experience w1th,

Miss Dunn..
- Mr. Speaker, I would like to cite some
of the highlights of this remarkable
lady’s career. Miss Dunn received both
her B.A. and her M A, degrees in English
at the Unlversxty of Oklahoma
‘She returned to her hometown of
JHammond; and began her teaching ca-
_reer at Harpmond High School in_1921.
In 1927, whlle teachlng at Hammond
High, she sponsored and initiated g
chapter of the Natlonal Honor Soclety
In 1941, she assumed her present posi-
tion at Southeastern High, and_in 1951,
she sponsored the installation of another
,_cﬁxapter of the National Honor Society
there. .

‘which

Miss Dunn aiso, has helped install

" chapters at Ponchatoula High and Ward-
.. line Junior High.

At Southeastern, Miss Dunn is sponsor

of the Seribbler’s Club and Great Books
Club.

In appreciation, students in the past
have dedicated an annual to Miss Dunn,

~and this year are naming the new orga-

nization, of the Future Teachers of

N America, the Velmarae Dunn Chapter.

" After retiring, Miss Dunn is antici-
pating teaching English during the sum-
meér sésslon at SLC, as she has done in

‘the several seasons of the past.

-Also, she will have time to devote her
time to community projects and hobbies,
include writing, good musie,
drama, reading, and bridge.

An Ep1scopa11an MISS Dunn is also a
member of Phi Kappa Phi, Delta
Kappa Gamma, Kappa. Delta, Pi; Blue
Violet; NEA; LEA; PTA; Language-Art.s
Club, Amexican Assoclation of Univer-
sity Women, and the National Council of
Teachers of English,

For these reasons, and many more, I
am very grateful to Miss Dunn for her
gxemplary contribution to my education,
and I know I speak for all the people of
Hammond area who themselves were

.. students of Miss Dunn’s or whose chil-

dren benefited from this gracious lady’s
wisdom and devolion to ber important
duties in education. She has so justly
earned the respect, appreciation, and
commendation. from all of our citizens

for her outstanding career. .
F E Waoance

Endorsement of President Johnson’s
-Policy on Vletnam
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Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, under
leave to extend my remarks in the Ap-
pendix of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, it
is with a considerable amount of pride
and pleasure that I herewith submit a
resolution recently adopted by the stu-
dent council of the University of New
Mexico, pledging the full support of the
students at this fine university to the
actions now being taken by President
Lyndon B. Johnson during the struggle
in Vietnam:

Whereas the foreign policy of the Unlted
Btates is of vital concern to the students of
the University of New Mexico; and

Whereas the present situation in Vietnam
is ‘of great significance to the students of
the University of New Mexico as members
of the world community: Be it
-+ Resolved by the Student Council of the
University of New Mexico, That the Student
Counci] of the University of New Mexico
pledges its support to the actions being
taken by President Johnson in Vietnam.

: JIM BRANCH, JT.
Student Body President,

"This resolution seems to me to be of

singule.r importance, representing as it

J
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does the opmion of ‘the student body in
one of this Nation’s finest universities.
Additional respect must be paid to this
several thousand of our university stu-
dents know full well that by assisting the
South Vietnamese Government in their
fierce strugele against a combination of
forces, including the communistic North
Vletnamese Government, Red China,
and the Soviet Union, this Nation has
committed its full power and resources
to the defense of freedom and the rights
and privileges of freemen everywhere.
It is good to see that this representative
group of young American men and
women fully realize that our fight in
Vietnam is not merely a token resistance
in a remote spot somewhere in southeast
Asla but that it is, in fact, a full scale

" operation which they consider a front-
" line battle for the preservation, not alone

of our American way of life, but of the
basic principles of human decency, self-
goverfiment, and absolute freedom from
tyranny, oppression and subjugation to a

relgn of terror.

Wisconsin Democrats’ and Republicans’
Views on Vietnam: Use the United Na-
tions; or “More Significant Targets”
North Vietnam ] /
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Mr. REUSS. Mr. Speaker, Wiscon-
sin’s’ Democrats anhd Republlcans con-
tinue the debate on our policy in south-
eastern Asia,

This week the Wisconsin State Demo-
cratic convention, assembled at Green
Bay, adopted the following resolution on
foreign affairs, stressing the need for a -
United Nations presence in southeast
Asia:

International trouble spots such as Viet-
nam represent complex problems that are
not only military, but social, political, and
economic as well. American policy must re-
flect an adequate balance between the basic
tenents of international diplomacy: The con-
stant readiness to negotiate; the wise and
prudent use of power; and the willingness to
employ economic strength to help construct
stable societies,

It is our fervent hope that peace in south-
east Asia can be secured by completely un-
conditional negotiations about Vietham with
all actual parties to the conflict and we en-
dorse efforts of the Johnson administration
directed to this end. We urge that the
United Nations be enlisted in this ecatse, and
we ask that the United Nations be called
upon to provide a presence in southeast Asia,
in order to pacify the area, conduct free elec-
tlons, and sponsor its economic development.

To further consolidate the peoples of the
free world, we urge the further lowering of
tariff barriers, arnd the continuance of for-
elgn ald where it contributes to economic
and political advancement of developing peo-

—ples., We applaud the Peace Corps success

as a people-to-people program of interna-
tional understanding.




Approved For Release 2003/10/15 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000300180025-3

A3132

If we and the world are to find a peaceful
and secure future, we must seek it in part-
nership with other nations. We must
strengthen our regional alliances and adopt
them to changing needs. ’

We continue our vigorous support of the

United Nations as mankind’s greatest hope
for peace. '

The results of our actions in Vietnam and
the Dominican Republic {llustrate the Iimi-
tations on our power as a single natlon to
create a world in which all men msay pros-
per in peace and freedom.

Recognition of these limitations—that
even the world’s most powerful nation can-
not do everything everywhere-—is not isola-
tionism, as the Goldwaterites would have
you believe.

We Democrats in the Midwest fought the
old isolationism of the 1930’s. We came out
strong against the notion that America
should do nothing, though the civilized
world might be collapsing around us.

Now in the 1960’s let us never adopt the
idea that America should do everything, all
by itself, in 'a new lsolationism.

The internationalism of the 1960’s must
be based not on isolated, individual actions
in international politics, but on concerted
actions of coalitlons of free nations.

We must rehabilitate the Unlted Nations
by settling the assessments question, and
put it back on its feet. We must strengthen
the Organization of American States. We
must use them for peacekeeping, for con-
ducting free elections, for sponsoring eco-
nomic aid, wherever we can—and that in-
cludes Vietnam and the Dominican Republic.
We must invoke them not as a last resort,
but from the first and as a matter of usual
policy.

It is the Goldwaterite viewpolnt that con-
tends that the American people and their
representatives have no right to debate the
great issues of foreign policy, that debate
weakens our country’s position.

Thomas Jefferson defihed us Democrats as
“those who identify themselves with the peo-
ple, have confidence in them, cherish, and
consider them as most honest and safe.”

Well, we are the Democrats. And since we
have confidence In the people, public debate
can only strengthen our policy in its com-
mon sense and breadth of support.

I'm proud, therefore, that Democrats in
both the House and Senate have been asking
the important questions about our foreign
policles and exploring, constructively, the
alternatives that may be available.

Building world peace in freedom resem-
bles building the Great Society at home. It
takes the contributions and efforts of many
men and nations working together, each with
the same goal, each contributing his special
talents and his wisdom on how the goal may
be achleved. That is the America we love,
the America that in Abraham Lincoln’s
thrilling phrase, can be “not the terror of the
world, but the encourager of the world.”

Yesterday, the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Lairnl, who is chairman of
the Republican conference in the House
of Representatives, issued a formal state-
ment on Vietnam policy in which he said:

We may be dangerously close to ending
any Republican support of our present Viet-
nam policy.

James Reston, in the New York Times
of June 16, 1965, described the statement
as follows:

In a formal statement, he has criticized
the administration for seeking a negotiated
settlement; for falling to aim at total
victory in Vietnam, and for using large
numbers of American troops for limited ends
rather than using the bombers against mil-
tary targets around Halphong.
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“If our objective 1s a mnegotiated settle-
ment,” Representative Lamp says, “it s time
10 use other means than the needless sacrifice
of American lives to attain that objective.
Once American troops are committed in any
situation, a top priority objective must be to
take those steps necessary to protect Amer-
ican lives and minimize the number of
casusalties.

“One such step, already long overdue, is to
retarget our bombing raids on more signifi-
cant targets in North Vietnam.”

Representative Lamp does not explain how
we are going to achieve his dual objectives of
limiting American casualties and “driving
the Communists out of South Vietnam,” but
since there 18 a lot of support for this policy
at the Pentagon, and he Is addressing a clever
poltical argument to a very political Presi-
dent, his case is worth analysls.

It is based on the assumption that the only
trouble with our bombing campaign is that
there has not been enough of it, that it will
“protect American lives” if only we bomb the
populous supply areas in the north within
the range of the North Vietnamese fighting
atreraft.

President Johnson is staying away from
these precisely because he believes raiding
Haiphong and Hanoi will kil a lot of civil-
iang, produce a major invasion of the south
by North Vietnamese forces and thus tip the
power balance against the Americans as well
as the South Vietnamese.

The issue is worth debating.

Recreation for City People Included in
Imaginative Program of the Rural
Community Development Service
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Mr. REUSS. Mr. Speaker, the Rural
Community Development Service is con-
sidering an imaginative program to help
make possible the private development
of a new type of recreation area which
would be a cross between a public park
and the increasingly popular ‘“hobby
farm.”

This program, which was outlined to~-
day by Rural Community Development
Service Administrator Robert G. Lewis,
is attractive because it ties together ex-
isting Federal programs in a bpackage
designed to benefit city people while
strengthening sagging rural economies.

The concept of recreational land-use
projects aided by the regular services of
the Department of Agriculture and crop-
land conversion payments is one element
of the program of the Service to make
sure that rural people have an equal
opportunity to benefit from the Federal
programs enacted for all Americans,

Lewis described the Service’s program
in an enlichtening speech to the REA
annual field conference in St. Louis, Mo.
The text of his speech follows:

THE. New HORIZONS FOR RURAL AMERICA
(By Robert G. Lewls, Administrator, Rural
Community Development Service)

President Johnson, in his message to Con-
gress on Pebruary 4, 1965, pledged energetic
action to insure that full equality of oppor-
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tunity is made available to all the people
who live in rural America. In the same mes-
sage, the President announced the formation
of the Rural Community Development Serv-
ice, with the President’s charge to carry out
that pledge.

Today’s economy in the United States is
in the course of the longest period of con-
tinuous prosperity in our history. Month
after month, new records are being set in
the volume of wealth being produced. Most
Americans are enjoying the highest stand-
ard of living in their lives, and look forward
with confidence to continuing progress.

But there are millions of Americans—one-
fifth of our people-——who have not shared
in the abundance that has been granted to
most of us.

Rural America contains nearly one-half
of these people who do not share in our
prosperity. They live among the 30 percent
of our total population who live on farms,
in the open countryside, and in small towns
under 2,600 population. Forty-seven per-
cent of the Nation’s poverty exists in these
rural communities.

Very few farm families earn returns on
their Investment and from their skills and
labor comparable to the returns received in
other sectors of the economy.

Gross farm income reached an alltime high
in 1964. Net farm Income was higher last
year than in 1963, and it has been higher in
each of the past 4 years than in 1960.

Yet the disposable income per person of
the farm population in 1964 was only about
60 percent of the average received by the
nonfarm population.

Fewer than 400,000 farmers earn a wage
for their labor comparable to that of &
skilled industrial wage earner, $2.46 per hour;
and as much as b-percent return on their
investment.

There are between 2 and 3 million farm-
ers who receive less than a 5-percent return
on their investment and the national mini-
mum hourly wage of $1.25 per hour. In
1960, there were 1,600,000 farm families living
in outright poverty, with family incomes
below $3,000 per year.

Not all of the rural poor people are farm-
ers. Three-fourths of the people who live
in rural America neither live nor work on
farms. They include former coal miners in
Appalachis, Tlinois, and Iowa; timber work-
ers and iron and copper miners in the Upper
Great Lakes region; and many others in
every rural county in every State in the Na-
tion. In 1960, there were 2,800,000 rural non-
farm familles living in poverty.

Let me illustrate the opportunity gap be-
tween urban-and rural areas by reference to
a single field of Federal activity—housing.
The proportion of substandard and deterior-
ating housing is twice as high in rural Amer-
ica as in our metropolitan areas. Almost half
the people who live in bad housing in this
country are rural people, although they com-~
prise only 80 percent of the population.
Yet, despite this heavy concentration of need
in the rural areas, the Federal Government
since 1950 through the Federal Housing Ad-
ministration insurance programs alone has
helped to build more than 3 dozen new
houses in the citlies and their suburbs for
each single one that has been built with the
agsistance of the Farmers Home Administra-
tion in rural communities.

Or consider the manpower development
and training program, administered by the
Department of Labor. Its purpose Is to pro-
vide specific and intensive training in job
skills, Certainly such a program is needed
urgently in rural areas—where regular edu-
cattonal opportunities all too often have been
far below par.

The RCDS staff has Just completed a serles
of representative spot checks on the actual
training programs conducted under the man-
power development and training program.
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